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rule  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

ChopUr  I — Civil  Servic*  Commission 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Entire  Executive  Civil  Service 

Section  213.3102(v)  is  broadened  to 
provide  a  single  Schedule  A  exception 
for  all  Federal  agencies  to  use  in  ap¬ 
pointing  boys  and  girls  under  the  Youth 
Opportunity  Campaign  recently  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  President.  Effective  on 
publication  in  the  Fxdxral  Rkgistu, 
paragraph  (v)  of  S  213.3102  ts  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3102  Entire  executive  civil  serv¬ 
ice. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(v)  Between  June  1,  1965,  and  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1965,  temporary  summer 
trainee  positions  whose  pay  is  fixed  at 
the  eqtiivalent  of  the  minimum  wage  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Amendments  of  1961  (currently  $1.25  an 
hour)  and  whose  duties  involve  laboring 
or  other  work  of  a  routine  nature  requir¬ 
ing  no  specific  knowledges  or  skills,  when 
filled  by  persons  appointed  in  fturther- 
ance  of  the  President’s  Youth  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Campaign.  A  person  may  not 
be  appointed  under  tb^  authority  (1) 
urdess  he  has  reached  his  16th  but  not 
his  22d  birthday:  or  (2)  for  more  than 
700  hours. 

(RJ3.  1763,  sec.  2,  32  Btat.  403.  as  amended; 
6  n.S.C.  631,  833;  E.O.  10677,  19  FJt.  7621,  3 
CFR,  1964-1068  Comp.,  p.  218) 

Unttxo  Statks  Civil  Sexv- 
icx  ComcissiON, 
fsiALl  Mart  V.  Wcnzkl, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PJl.  Doc.  86-6609:  PUed.  May  27.  1966; 

8;48  am.) 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  16722;  FCC  66-418] 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS 
AND  RADIO  TREATY  MAHERS; 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  conform, 
to  the  extent  practicable,  with  the  Ge¬ 
neva  (1959)  Radio  Regi^tions,  as  re¬ 
vised  by  the  Space  EARC,  Geneva,  1963 ; 
Docket  No.  15722. 

1.  The  Commission  adopted  a  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  on  Deconber  2,  1964, 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 


ister  on  December  16,  1964  (29  PJt. 
17824).  Interested  parties  were  invited 
to  file  comments  on  or  before  January 
15,  1965,  and  reply  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  25,  1965.  The  time  for  fil¬ 
ing  reply  comments  was  subsequently  ex¬ 
tended  to  February  4,  1965,  and  was 
further  extended  to  February  15,  1965. 
The  Orders  extending  the  reply  comment 
period  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  30,  1965  (30  FA. 
1009),  and  February  10,  1965  (30  FA. 
1878) ,  respectively. 

2.  (Comments  were  filed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Radio  Frequency  Requirements 
for  Scientific  Research  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences  (NAS),  Hawaiian 
Telephcme  Co.  (Hawaiian) ,  Communica¬ 
tions  Satellite  Corp.  (Comsat).  Ameri¬ 
can  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.  (A.T. . 
&  T.) ,  and  Jointly  by  Aeronautical  Radio, 
Inc.  (ARINC)  and  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America  (ATA) .  Reply  com¬ 
ments  were  filed  by  A.T.  &  T.  and  by 
Comsat,  each  with  respect  to  the  initial 
comments  of  the  other. 

3.  NAS  endorsed  the  proposals  as  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  Notice. 
ARINC/ATA  comments  support  the 
Comm  icon’s  proposals,  insofar  as  they 
are  applicable  to  the  aeronautical  mobile 
(R)  service  and  urge  their  adc^icm. 
ARINC/ATA  also  note  the  develop¬ 
mental  work  being  done  by  the  aviation 
industry  to  demonstrate  the  feasibility 
of  using  satellite  rdaying  for  two-way 
air-groimd  communication  on  long  over¬ 
water  fiights.  Prompt  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  is  requested  to  amend  Part  87  of  its 
rules  to  provide  for  the  use  of  space 
techniques  in  the  aercmautical  mobile 
(R)  service.  The  Commission  is  mindful 
of  this  development  and  plans  to  initiate 
appropriate  proceedings  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture.  Additionally.  ARINC/ATA  invite 
the  Commission’s  attention  to  their  col¬ 
lective  c(»nments  in  Docket  No.  15735, 
relating  to  the  ownership  and  oiieration 
of  earth  stations  in  the  communication- 
satellite  service.  That  matter,  however, 
is  beyond  the  sc<h>c  of  this  proceeding 
and  will  be  resolved  in  due  course  in 
Docket  No.  15735. 

4.  Hawaiian,  the  only  communication 
common  carrier  providing  regular  public 
telephone  service  on  and  between  the 
principal  Islands  of  the  State  of  Hawaii, 
<^rates  a  number  of  radio-relay  stations 
in  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s  but  none  in 
the  band  3700-4200  Mc/s.  Hawaiian,  as 
stated  in  earlier  filings  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  repeated  in  this  proceeding,  ex¬ 
pects  to  cooperate  with  the  space  com- 
miuiication  system  in  the  sharing  of 
frequencies.  It  is  now  engaged  in  a 
coordinated  effort  with  Comsat  search¬ 
ing  for  a  suitable  earth  station  site  in 
Hawaii.  This  search  is  complicated  by 
the  limited  land  areas  available,  and  the 
degree  to  which  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s 
is  used  by  Hawaiian.  Hawaiian  states 
that  any  prospective  earth  station  site  in 
Hawaii  would  necessarily  be  within  27 
miles  of  fixed  stations  now  licensed  to 


or  iq^plied  for  by  Hawaiian.  By  1972, 
if  planned  expansions  are  carried  out  to 
meet  growing  inter-  and  intra-island  re- 
quironents,  this  distance  will  be  reduced 
to  23  miles.  Additionally,  sample  “co¬ 
ordination  distance”  calculations  made 
by  Hawaiian  indicate  that  if  an  earth 
station  is  located  at  either  end  of  the 
six-island  Hawaiian  chain,  coordination 
would  be  required  for  all  common  car¬ 
rier  microwave  stations  presently  located 
in  Hawaii.  Hawaiian  also  states  that 
it  is  unaware  of  any  usable  earth  station 
site  cm  the  Island  of  Oahu  and  believes 
that  an  attempt  to  operate  such  a  station 
would  result  in  interference  to  all  of  its 
existing  and  prospective  facilities  on  that 
Island. 

5.  In  dealing  with  the  problems  raised 
by  Hawaiian,  our  fiexibillty  is  limited  by 
the  fact  that  the  global  (X)mmunication- 
sateUlte  system  being  considered  must  be 
operated  in  the  internationally  allocated 
bands  3700-4200  and  5925-6425  Mc/s. 
If  Hawaii  were  to  have  no  earth  station, 
the  global  ssrstem  could  be  implemented 
without  fear  of  mutual  Interference  re¬ 
sulting  from  Hawaiian’s  point-to-point 
microwave  operations  in  the  band  5925- 
6425  Mc/s.  However,  operations  in  Ha¬ 
waii  must  be  conformed  to  the  global 
communication-satellite  system,  rather 
than  the  converse,  if  Hawaii  is  to  have 
a  terminal  in  the  system.  In  light  of 
Hawsdlan’s  comments,  this  can  be  done 
only  by  providing  an  alternate  band  for 
many  of  its  existing  and  future  point- 
to-point  microwave  operations  which 
otherwise  would  be  La  the  bcuad  5925- 
6425  Mc/s.  It  would  not  ease  the  prob¬ 
lem  to  move  them  to  the  band  3700-4200 
Mc/s  since  the  earth  station,  trying  to 
receive  from  the  space  station,  would 
then  be  subjected  to  interference  from 
Hawaiian’s  terrestrial  system.  The  band 
10.700-11.700  Mc/s  is  also  available  for 
common  carrier  fixed  service  use  but 
Hawaiian  states  that  it  has  limited  ap¬ 
plicability  in  Hawaii  because  of  the  dis¬ 
tances  to  be  traversed.  Hawaiian, 
recognizing  these  problems,  suggests  that 
it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Commission 
to  make  special  frequency  allocation  con¬ 
cessions  in  Hawaii  to  meet  its  unique 
needs.  The  Commission  is  taking  no 
action  at  this  time  to  resolve  the  problem 
before  it.  However,  if  and  when  an  earth 
station  site  is  mutually  agreed,  and  the 
magnitude  of  the  problem  is  more  clearly 
defined,  the  Commission  will  give  sym¬ 
pathetic  consideration  to  the  n^s  of 
Hawaiian  and  the  earth  station  appli¬ 
cant. 

6.  Comsat  limited  its  comments  to 
a  discussion  of  issues  involving  the  com¬ 
munication-satellite  service  and,  more 
specifically,  to  the  content  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  footnote  to  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations,  US91.  reading  as  follows: 

US91  The  ultimate  disposition  of  this 
band  in  the  conununicatlon-satellite  service, 
as  between  Government  and  non-Oovem- 
ment,  is  deferred.  In  the  meanwhile  the 
non-Oovemment  may  exploit  the  4  and  6 
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Gc/s  bands  and  the  Cov^nment  may  exploit 
the  7  and  8  Oc/s  bands  for  communication- 
satellite  service  systems  Intended  to  become 
operational.  Any  modification  of  this  policy 
will  be  discussed  and  agreed  In  the  FCC/DTM 
(IRAC)  mechanism  prior  to  the  filing  of 
applications  with  the  IRAC  for  frequency  as¬ 
signments  which  are  not  In  accordance  with 
the  foregoing. 

In  the  Commission’s  notice  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  note  be  applied  to  the 
four  bands  3700-4200,  5925-6425.  7250- 
7750,  and  7900-8400  Mc/s,  recognizing 
that  the  two  lower  bands  would  remain 
available  only  to  non-Oovemment  users 
and  the  two  higher  bands  would  remain 
available  only  to  Government  users,  in¬ 
sofar  as  nonspace  activities  were  con¬ 
cerned.  Comsat  agreed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  proposal  in  that  premature 
exclusion  of  non-Government  usage  of 
the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands  would  be  avoided, 
but  expressed  concern  over  “the  absence 
of  provisions  which  will  assure  optimal 
utilization  of  these  four  bands  for  Com- 
munications-Satellite  operations.”  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  Comsat  expressed  concern 
over  the  last  sentence  of  proposed  foot¬ 
note  US91  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
“require  explicit  modification  by  the 
IRAC  [Interdepartment  Radio  Advisory 
Committee]  before  a  non-Government 
application  for  a  frequency  assignment 
in  the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands  could  be  filed 
with  the  IRAC.”  This  concern  was  based 
on  the  position  that  so  long  as  a  final 
decision  has  not  been  taken  on  the  allo¬ 
cation,  there  must  be  provisions  protect¬ 
ing  non-Govemment’s  contingent  rights 
to  use  the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands,  otherwise 
future  non-Government  use  of  the  bands 
could  be  foreclosed  even  though  such  use 
might  be  more  beneficial  to  the  national 
interest  than  the  Government  usage. 

7.  In  light  of  the  above  Comsat  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  last  sentence  of  footnote 
US91  be  deleted  and  that  two  new  sen¬ 
tences  be  added  so  that  footnote  US91, 
as  modified,  would  read: 

US91  The  ultimate  dlspoeltion  of  this 
band  in  the  communication-satellite  service, 
as  between  Government  and  non-Govern¬ 
ment,  is  deferred.  In  the  meanwhile  the 
non-Govemment  may  exploit  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  and  the  Government  may  exploit 
the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands  fm*  communicatlon- 
satellite  service  systems  intended  to  become 
operational.  If  required  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest,  frequency  assignments  to  a  non-Gov¬ 
ernment  or  Government  communication- 
satellite  service  system  which  are  contrary 
to  this  temporary  allocation  policy  may  be 
authorized  by  the  PCC/DTM  (IRAC)  mech¬ 
anism.  FCC/DTM  (IRAC)  approval  of  each 
application  for  a  frequency  assignment  with¬ 
in  these  bands  to  a  communication-satellite 
service  operation,  whether  consistent  or  in¬ 
consistent  with  this  temporary  allocation 
policy,  shall  be  conditioned  upon,  among 
other  considerations,  its  finding  that  the 
proposed  frequency  usag  assures  optimal 
utilization  of  these  bands  in  the  national 
interest. 

8.  A.T.  &  T.  expresses  agreement  with 
the  bulk  of  the  Commission’s  proposals 
but  it  too  centers  its  attention  on  the 
content  of  proposed  footnote  US91.  Un¬ 
like  Comsat,  however,  A.T.  &  T,  favors 


7900-8400  Mc/s  exclusively  to  Govern¬ 
ment  users.  In  support  of  its  position, 
A.T.  &  T.  argues  that  “•  •  •  Almost 
without  exception,  experience  has  shown 
that  the  most  effective  utiUzatlcm  of  the 
frequency  spectrum  can  be  realized  when 
sharing  is  between  like  users.  This  divi¬ 
sion  of  frequencies  Is  particularly  neces¬ 
sary  between  Government  and  non-Gov¬ 
emment  users.”  This  incompatibility  is 
purportedly  due  to  the  differences  in  the 
way  frequencies  are  assigned,  their  use 
related,  and  the  use  to  which  they  are 
put. 

9.  Additionally,  A.T.  &  T.  interprets 
footnote  US91  to  mean  that  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  could  now  be  made  available 
for  Government  conununicatlon- satellite 
service  systems  so  long  as  they  were  not 
intended  to  become  (^lerational.  In  their 
view,  the  note  also  provides  for  assign¬ 
ments  through  the  IRAC  mechanism 
which  do  not  conform  to  the  interim 
division  between  Goveimnent  and  non- 
Government  users.  To  forestall  these 
possibilities,  pending  rule  making  to 
finalize  definitive  division  of  the  com¬ 
munication-satellite  service  bands  be¬ 
tween  Government  and  non-Govemment 
users,  A.T.  &  T.  proposes  that  US91  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

US9I  The  ultimate  dlspoeltion  of  this 
band  in  the  communication-satellite  service, 
as  between  Government  and  non-Govern¬ 
ment,  is  deferred.  In  the  meanwhile  the 
non-Govemment  may  exploit  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  and  the  Government  may  exploit 
the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands  for  commimlcatlon- 
satellite  sn'vice  systems. 

10.  A.T.  ti  T.  filed  reply  (xmiments  in 
rebuttal  to  Comsat’s  proposed  treat¬ 
ment  of  US91.  A.T.  &  T.  argues  that 
Comsat  is  attempting  to  ensure  that 
protection  of  non-Govemment  contin¬ 
gency  lights  to  the  use  of  the  7  and  8 
Gc/s  bands  for  communication-satellite 
service  use  but  is  ignoring  the  corollary 
which  would  afford  the  same  contingency 
rights  to  Government  users  in  the  bands 
at  4  and  6  Gc/s.  This  would  foster  an 
admixture  of  Govemment/non-Govern- 
ment  space  operations  with  non-Govem¬ 
ment  and  Government  terrestrial  opera¬ 
tions  which  would  not  be  conducive  to 
efficient  spectrum  utilization.  A.T.  &  T. 
also  argues  that  Comsat  has  directed 
its  comments  only  to  the  matter  of  fre¬ 
quency  sharing  between  Government  and 
non-Govemment  communication-satel¬ 
lite  service  operations  and  has  ignored 
the  added  complexities  arising  from 
sharing  between  non-Govemment  ter¬ 
restrial  syst^s  and  Government  com¬ 
munication-satellite  service  operations. 
A.T.  &  T.  reiterates  its  earlier  proposal 
for  the  modification  of  US91. 

11.  Comsat’s  reply  comments  are  di¬ 
rected  mainly  to  the  initial  comments  of 
A.T.  &  T.  and  the  latter’s  proposed  treat¬ 
ment  of  footnote  US91.  Comsat  is 
opposed  to  the  A.T.  &  T.  modification 
except  with  respect  to  the  deletion  of  the 
phrase  “intended  to  become  operational” 
now  appearing  at  the  end  of  the  second 
sentence  of  US91  in  the  Commission’s 
Notice.  Comsat  too  favors  deletion  of 


communication-satellites  not  intended 
for  “operational”  purposes.  Comsat 
argues  that  the  remainder  of  the  A.T. 

&  T.  proposal  would  resxUt  in  a  prema¬ 
ture  and  permanent  restricticm  of  non- 
Government  to  the  4  and  6  Gc/s  bands 
and  thus  inhibit  CcMnsat’s  ability  to 
continue  to  develop  a  global  system.  In 
its  view,  since  the  Space  Conference  in 
Geneva,  1963,  allocated  only  two-thirds 
the  amount  of  space  the  United  States 
had  proposed  for  the  communication- 
satellite  service,  frequency  shortages  are 
likely  to  develop.  Therefore,  Comsat 
takes  the  position  that  “until  such  time 
as  the  needs  of  Government  and  non- 
Govemment  communication-satellite 
systems  have  been  fully  determined,  the 
public  interest  will  best  be  served  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Corporation’s  proposal 
which  attempts  to  preserve  for  the  non- 
Govemment  communication-satellite 
service  the  availability  and  usability  of 
the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands”. 

12.  The  Ccmunlssion  is  not  persuaded 
that  either  A.T.  St  T.  or  Comsat  has 
presented  arguments  sufficiently  oom- 
p>elling  to  warrant  a  change  in  footnote 
US91  at  this  time.  We  do  agree  with 
Comsat  that  adoption  of  the  A.T.  &  T. 
proposal  would  impose  premature  con¬ 
straints  on  the  communication-satellite 
service  from  a  frequency  availability 
standpoint.  We  do  not  agree  with  either 
Comsat  or  A.T.  St  T.  that  deletion  of 
the  phrase  “Intended  to  bec<Hne  opera¬ 
tion^”  is  desirable  or  necessary,  nor  do 
we  agree  with  the  interpretation  they 
choose  to  place  upon  it.  It  is  Intended 
in  the  positive  sense,  l.e.,  that  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  operatkmal  commercial 
system  should  go  forward  in  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  and  that  an  operational  Gov¬ 
ernment  system,  if  it  is  to  be  developed, 
should  be  developed  in  the  7  and  8  Gc/s 
bands.  While  the  phrase  does  not  pre¬ 
clude  the  use  of  either  pair  of  bands  for 
experimental  systems,  for  example, 
neither  is  it  intended  as  an  (^>en  invi¬ 
tation  for  nonoperational  systems.  Each 
case  must  be  Judged  on  its  merits,  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  allocation  policy  set 
forth  in  the  footnote,  until  such  time  as 
a  change  ai^ars  warranted  and  is 
agreed  in  the  PCC/DTM  (IRAC)  mech¬ 
anism. 

13.  The  remaining  comment  filed  by 
A.T.  &  T.  in  response  to  the  Commission’s 
Notice  is  directed  to  prc^xxsed  footnote 
US90  which  contains  the  essence  of  the 
international  footnote  356A,  tailored  to 
meet  om  national  needs.  As  proposed  by 
the  Cmnmission,  US90  would  read  as 
follows: 

US90  The  band  2110-2120  Mc/a  may  be 
used  by  Government  and  non-OovMrnment 
stations  for  apace  telecommand  at  specific 
locations  in  conjunction  with  spacecraft  en¬ 
gaged  In  deep  space  research,  subject  to  such 
conditions  as  may  be  applied  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis. 

A.T.  &  T.  recommends  that  the  foot¬ 
note  be  amended  by  deleting  the  phrase 
“subject  to  such  conditions  as  may  be 
ai^lied  on  a  case-by-case  basis,”  and 
substituting  therefor  the  following: 


immediate  action  to  allocate  3700-4200  the  phrase,  which  otherwise  appears  to  subject  to  choice  of  sites  and  frequencies 
and  5925-6425  Mc/s  exclusively  to  nwi-  permit  the  use  of  the  4  and  6  Gc/s  bands  specified  in  {  25.203,  to  the  coordination  pro- 
Government  users  and  7250-7750  and  on  a  permanent  basis  for  Government  cedures  outlined  in  Part  26  and  to  such  other 
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conditions  m  may  b«  applied  on  a  oaae-by- 
caae  basis. 

A.T.  &  T.  states  that  "this  band  repre¬ 
sents  one-fourth  of  the  frequency  space 
available  to  common  carriers  In  this  area 
of  the  spectrum.  The  unavailability  of 
this  band  because  of  its  use  for  telecom¬ 
mand  purposes  would  also  reduce  the 
usefulness  of  the  associated  band  2160- 
2180  Mc/s  used  for  duplex  operation. 
Since,  in  the  international  allocation, 
this  is  the  only  frequency  band  footnoted 
to  permit  deep  space  research  telecom¬ 
mand  operations,  it  appears  this  same 
limited  access  to  tills  band  is  necessary 
in  the  United  States.  However,  to  avoid 
interference  between  common  carrier  op¬ 
erations  and  space  research  operations, 
coordination  is  required.  In  order  for 
coordination  procedures  to  be  effective, 
it  is  obvious  that  coordination  must  be 
between  all  types  of  users  of  a  particular 
frequency  or  frequency  band.  In  a  case 
such  as  this,  where  a  proposal  to  make 
use  of  the  band  is  likely  to  come  from 
a  Qovemment  entity  which  is  not  subject 
to  nonnal  FCC  rules  and  regulations,  Uie 
only  opportunity  for  calling  attention  to 
necessary  limitations  and  coordination 
procedures  is  through  appropriate  foot¬ 
notes  in  the  allocation  table." 

14.  While  appreciating  the  concern  of 
A.T.  &  T.  in  this  matter,  the  Conimission 
is  not  ad(vting  the  proposed  change  to 
footnote  US90.  With  or  without  the 
change,  the  Conunisslun  is  in  a  position 
to  maintain  administrative  control  over 
the  conditions  applicable  to  the  use  of 
the  band  for  deep  space  telecommand. 
The  terms  of  any  US  footnote  to  the  Ta¬ 
ble  of  Frequency  Allocations  are  a  matter 
of  agreement  between  the  Commission 
and  the  Director  of  Telecommunications 
Management  (Interdepmlment  Radio 
Advisory  Committee) .  DTM  (IRAC) ,  and 
are  applicable  equally  to  both  Govern¬ 
ment  and  non-Goveniment  users.  In 
this  case,  neither  the  DTM  (IRAC)  nor 
the  Conunlssion  would  authorize  an  ad¬ 
ditional  deep  space  telecommand  station 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  other 
with  respect  to  site,  frequency,  power, 
emission  and  (H>erating  conditions  vis-a- 
vis  other  stations  operating  in  the  band. 
AddlticHially,  as  a  matter  of  practice,  we 
refrain  from  making  reference  to  specific 
Commission  Rules  in  US  f(X)tnotes  since 
the  Commission  could,  through  over¬ 
sight.  change  the  agreement  represented 
by  the  US  footnote  merely  by  changing 
the  terms  of  a  specific  rule  which,  gener¬ 
ally,  would  not  be  subject  to  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  DTM  (IRAC).  As  a  practical 
matter,  there  is  presently  but  one  deep 
space  telecommand  station  in  the  United 
States  in  this  band  and  it  is  unlikely  that 
a  requirement  for  more  will  arise.  That 
station  is  the  Deep  Space  Instrumenta- 
tlcm  Facility  at  CMdstone,  Csdif.,  to 
which  reference  was  made  on  December 
5,  1962  in  the  Commission’s  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  14712.  It  is  the 
station  responsible  for  the  commands  to 
the  Mariner  flight  now  on  its  way  to 
Mars  and  has  been  operating  up  to  9 
hours  per  day  since  the  laimch  of  Mari¬ 
ner  rv  with  no  reports  of  interference 
to  terrestrial  systems  in  the  bemd. 
There  is  on  flle  with  the  Commission  a 
"coordination  distance  contour"  map  for 


a  virtually  identical  station  at  Goldstone 
to  be  operated  in  the  band  2100-2110 
Mc/s  in  Project  Apollo  that  is  applicable 
equally  to  the  DSIF  in  the  band  2110- 
2120  Mc/s. 

15.  Subsequent  to  the  closing  of  the 
cmnment  period,  the  National  Academy 
of  Sciences  requested  protection  to  radio 
astronomy  observations  of  the  OH  (X)m- 
plex  in  the  band  1660-1670  Mc/s.  Pur- 
suEUit  to  Commission  action  taken  in  the 
Report  and  Order,  Docket  No,  14475, 
adopted  September  11,  1963,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  September 
19,  1963  (28  FR.  10261),  the  radio  as¬ 
tronomy  service  was  afforded  allocation 
status  in  the  band  1664.4-1668.4  Mc/s  on 
a  secondary  basis.  Although  the  two 
most  pronounced  OH  spectral  lines 
(whose  laboratory  frequencies  are  1665.4 
and  1667.4  Mc/s)  are  contained  therein, 
the  band  is  not  wide  enough  to  include 
the  entire  line  proflles  near  the  galactic 
center  where  doppler  shifts,  caused  by 
imexpectedly  high  velocities,  extend  the 
lines  beyond  the  allocated  band.  Other 
services  (xmtained  within  the  1660-1670 
Mc/s  band  include  meteorological  aids 
(radiosonde)  and  meteorological  satel¬ 
lites — services  which  ai^ar  capable  of 
sharing,  to  a  limited  degree,  with  radio 
astronomy. 

16.  The  bands  1660-1664.4  Mc/s  and 
1668.4-1670  Mc/s,  as  proposed  In  ^e  no¬ 
tice  in  this  proceeding,  are  allocated  to 
both  Government  and  non-Govemment 
services.  After  detailed  consideration  of 
the  proposal,  the  DTM  (IRAC)  has  con¬ 
cluded  it  is  desirable  to  afford  the  radio 
astronomy  service  a  measure  of  immedi¬ 
ate  relief  by  affording  it  allocation  status 
in  the  1660-1670  Mc/s  band  on  a  coequal, 
primary  basis  with  the  meteorological 
aids  and  meteorological-satellite  serv- 
i(;es,  and  with  the  imposition  of  two  ad¬ 
ditional  US  footnotes  to  the  Table  of 
Frequency  Allocations.  These  f{X)tnotes, 
designated  US99  and  USIOI,  would  read 
as  follows: 

US99  In  the  band  1660-1700  Mc/a,  the 
meteorological  aids  service  (radiosonde)  wUl 
to  the  maximum  extent  practicable  confine 
Its  operations  above  the  frequency  1670 
Mc/s.  Whenever  It  Is  necessary  to  operate 
radiosondes  In  the  band  1660-1670  Mc/s 
within  the  United  States,  the  radio  astrono¬ 
mers  will  be  notified  In  a  timely  manner. 

USlOl  In  the  band  1660-1670  Mc/s,  the 
radio  astronomy  service  must  accept  such  in¬ 
terference  as  may  be  received  from  the  me¬ 
teorological-satellite  service. 

17.  The  Commission  concurs  in  the 
conclusion  of  the  ODTM.  Since  there 
are  no  non-Govemment  licensees  in  the 
band,  the  addition  of  the  two  US  notes 
and  tile  resultant  amendment  to  the  Ta¬ 
ble  of  Frequency  All(x:ations  affect  Gov¬ 
ernment  services  only  and  public  notice 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  is  not  necessary  or 
appropriate.  Accordingly,  these  amend¬ 
ments  are  being  consolidated  with  this 
IMnceedlng. 

18.  Except  for  minor  editorial  correc¬ 
tions,  therefore,  but  with  the  above  ad¬ 
dition,  the  Ccxnmission  finds  that  the 
public  interest  would  be  served  by  adopt¬ 
ing  the  rules  set  forth  in  its  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  in  this  proceeding. 


Authority  f(M:  the  changes  is  contained  in 
section  4(i)  and  303 (r)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

19.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is  amended 
as  set  forth  in  the  Appendix  below,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1965;  And  it  is  further  or¬ 
dered,  ’That  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  15722  are  terminated  herewith. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  UA.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  UJ3.C.  803) 

Adopted:  May  19,  1965. 

Released:  May  20,  1965. 

Federal  Coumunications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  2  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  2.1  [Amended] 

1.  Section  2.1  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  deflnition  of  *‘Earth-svace 
service'’  is  deleted. 

b.  The  following  deflnitlons  are 
amended  to  read  as  set  forth  below: 

Aeronautical  station.  A  land  station 
in  the  aeronautical  mobile  service.  In 
certain  instances  an  aeronautical  sta¬ 
tion  may  be  placed  on  board  a  ship  or 
an  earth  satellite. 

Aircraft  station.  A  mobile  station  in 
the  aeronautical  mobile  service  on  board 
an  aircraft  or  an  air-space  vehicle. 

Earth  station.  A  station  in  the 
space  service  located  either  on  the 
earth’s  surface,  including  on  board  a 
ship,  or  on  board  an  aircraft. 

Space  service.  A  radiocommunica- 
Qon  service: 

— between  earth  stations  and  space  sta¬ 
tions, 

— or  between  spsMse  stations. 

— or  between  earth  stations  when  the 
signals  are  re-transmitted  by  space 
stations,  or  transmitted  by  reflec¬ 
tion  from  objects  in  space,  excluding 
reflection  or  scattering  by  the  iono¬ 
sphere  or  within  the  earth’s  at¬ 
mosphere. 

Space  station.  A  station  in  the  space 
service  located  on  an  object  which  is  be¬ 
yond,  is  intended  to  go  beyond,  or  has 
been  beyond,  the  major  portion  of  the 
earth’s  atmosphere. 

c.  ’The  following  new  definitions  are 
added  in  proper  alphabetical  sequence : 

Active  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
carrying  a  station  intended  to  transmit 
or  re-transmit  radiocommunication  sig¬ 
nals. 

Communication-satellite  earth  sta¬ 
tion.  An  earth  station  in  the  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service. 

Communication-satellite  service.  A 
space  service: 

— between  earth  stations,  when  using 
active  or  passive  satellites  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  communications  of  the  flxed 
or  mobile  service,  or 
— ^between  an  earth  station  and  stations 
on  active  satellites  for  the  exchange 
of  communications  of  the  mobile  serv¬ 
ice,  with  a  view  to  their  re-transmis- 
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Sion  to  or  from  stations  in  the  mobile 
service. 

Communication-satellite  space  sta¬ 
tion.  A  space  station  in  the  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service,  on  an  earth 
satellite. 

Deep  space.  Space  at  distances  from 
the  earth  equal  to  or  greater  than  the 
distance  between  the  earth  and  the 
moon. 

Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 
point. 

Meteorological-satellite  earth  station. 
An  earth  station  in  the  meteorological- 
satellite  service. 

Meteorological-satellite  service.  A 
space  service  in  which  the  results  of 
meteorological  observations,  made  by 
instruments  on  earth  satellites,  are 
transmitted  to  earth  stations  by  space 
stations  on  these  satellites. 

Meteorological-satellite  space  station. 

A  space  station  in  the  meteorological- 
satellife  service,  on  an  earth  satellite. 

Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  sta¬ 
tion  intended  to  be  used  while  in  motion 
or  during  halts  at  unspecified  points. 

Passive  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
intended  to  transmit  radiocommunica¬ 
tion  signals  by  reflection. 

Radio  astronomy  station.  A  station 
in  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

Radionavigation-satellite  earth  sta¬ 
tion.  An  earth  station  in  the  radio¬ 
navigation-satellite  service. 

Radionavigation-satellite  service.  A 
service  using  space  stations  on  earth 
satellites  for  the  purpose  of  radionavi¬ 
gation,  including,  in  certain  cases,  trans¬ 
mission  or  re-transmission  of  supple¬ 
mentary  information  necessary  for  the 
operation  of  the  radionavigation  system. 
Radionavigation-satellite  space  sta- 
,  tion.  A  space  station  in  the  radionavi¬ 
gation-satellite  service,  on  an  earth 
satellite. 

Spacecraft.  Any  type  of  space  vehicle 
including  an  earth  satellite  or  a  deep- 
space  probe,  whether  manned  or  un¬ 
manned. 

Space  research  earth  station.  An 
earth  station  in  the  space  research 
service. 

Space  research  service.  A  space  serv¬ 
ice  in  which  spacecraft  or  other  objects 
in  space  are  used  for  scientific  or  tech¬ 
nological  research  purposes. 

Space  research  space  station.  A  space 
station  in  the  space  research  service. 

Space  telecommand.  The  use  of  radio¬ 
communication  for  the  transmission  of 
signals  to  a  space  station  to  initiate, 
modify  or  terminate  functions  of  the 
equipment  on  a  space  object,  including 
the  space  station. 

Space  telemetering.  The  use  of  tele¬ 
metering  for  the  transmission  from  a 
space  station  of  results  of  measurements 
made  in  a  spacecraft,  including  those  re¬ 
lating  to  the  functioning  of  the  space¬ 
craft. 

Space  tracking.  Determination  of  the 
orbit,  velocity  or  instantaneous  position 
of  an  object  in  space  by  means  of  radio 
determination,  excluding  primary  radar, 
for  the  purpose  of  following  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  object. 


Stationary  satellite.  A  satellite,  the 
circular  orbit  of  which  lies  in  the  plane 
of  the  earth’s  equator  and  which  turns 
about  the  polar  axis  of  the  earth  in  the 
same  direction  and  with  the  same  period 
as  those  of  the  earth’s  rotation. 

Terrestrial  service.  Any  radio  service 
defined  in  this  Part,  other  than  a  space 
service  or  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

Terrestrial  station.  A  station  in  a 
terrestrial  service. 

2.  Section  2.100  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.100  International  regulations  in 
force. 

'The  Radio  Regulations  (Geneva, 
1959),  which  became  effective  interna¬ 
tionally  on  May  1,  1961,  were  incorpo¬ 
rated  to  the  extent  practicable  in  Sub¬ 
parts  A  and  B  of  this  part  and  became 
effective  nationally  on  December  1,  1961. 
The  Radio  Regulations  were  subse¬ 
quently  revised,  in  part,  by  the  Extraor¬ 
dinary  Administrative  Radio  Confer¬ 
ence  (Geneva,  1963)  which  specified 
January  1,  1965  as  the  effective  date  of 
the  revision.  The  partial  revision  has 
also  been  Incorporated  to  the  extent 
practicable  in  Subparts  A  and  B  of  this 
part  and  is  applicable  nationally,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1, 1965. 

• 

3.  In  §  2.102,  paragraphs  (a) ,  (b)  (4) , 
(5),  and  (6)  are  amended  to  read: 

§  2.102  Assignment  of  frequencies. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section,  the  assignment  of  frequen¬ 
cies  and  bands  of  frequencies  to  all  sta¬ 
tions  and  classes  of  stations  and  the 
licensing  and  authorizing  of  the  use  of 
all  such  frequencies  between  10  kc/s  and 
90  Gc/s,  and  the  actual  use  of  such  fre¬ 
quencies  for  radiocommunication  or  for 
any  other  purpose,  including  the  transfer 
of  energy  by  radio,  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations 
in  §  2.106. 

(b)  *  •  • 

(4)  Experimental  stations  engaged 
solely  in  ionospheric  sounding  by  means 
of  the  technique  of  sweeping  a  band  of 
frequencies  may  be  authorized  the  use 
of  any  band  or  bands  or  frequencies  not 
allocated,  on  an  exclusive  or  shared  basis, 
to  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

(5)  Experimental  stations  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  pursuant  to  a  contractual  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  United  States  Government 
and  intended  for  the  sole  and  express 
purpose  of  developing  equipment  or  a 
technique  to  be  employ^  by  stations 
belonging  to  and  operated  by  the  United 
States  may  be  authorized  the  use  of  any 
frequency  which  is  not  in  a  band  allo¬ 
cated,  on  an  exclusive  or  shared  basis, 
to  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

(6)  Experimental  stations  intended 
for  the  sole  and  express  purpose  of  de¬ 
veloping  equipment  or  a  technique  to  be 
employed  by  stations  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  a  foreign  government  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  the  use  of  any  frequency  which 
is  not  in  a  band  sdlocated  to  the  amateur 
service  or  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

•  •  ♦  •  • 


4.  Section  2.104  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.104  Radio  astronomy  station  notifi¬ 
cation. 

(а)  Piursuant  to  No.  639AC,  Article  9A 
and  Section  F  of  Appendix  lA  to  the 
international  Radio  Regulations  (as  re¬ 
vised,  Geneva,  1963),  operators  of  radio 
astronomy  stations  desiring  interna¬ 
tional  recognition  of  their  use  of  specific 
radio  astronomy  frequencies  or  bands  of 
frequencies  for  reception,  should  file  the 
following  information  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  inclusion  in  the  Master  Inter¬ 
national  Frequency  Register: 

(1)  The  center  of  Uie  frequency  band 
observed,  in  kc/s  up  to  30,000  kc/s  in¬ 
clusive,  and  in  Mc/s  above  30,000  kc/s. 

(2)  Date  of  putting  into  use  (actual  or 
foreseen,  as  appropriate) . 

(3)  Name  and  location  of  the  station, 
including  geographical  co-ordinates  in 
degrees  and  minutes. 

(4)  Width  of  frequency  band  observed 
by  the  station. 

(5)  Antenna  type  and  dimensions,  ef¬ 
fective  area  and  angular  coverage  in 
azimuth  and  elevation. 

(б)  Maximum  hours  of  reception 
(G.M.T.)  of  the  frequency  band  shown 
in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

(7)  Overall  receiving  system  noise 
temperature  (°K). 

(8)  Class  of  observations  to  be  taken 
on  the  frequency  band  shown  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph.  Class 
A  observations  are  those  in  which  the 
sensitivity  of  the  equipment  is  not  a  pri¬ 
mary  factor.  Class  B  observations  are 
those  of  such  a  nature  that  they  can  be 
made  only  with  advanced  low-noise  re¬ 
ceivers  using  the  best  techniques. 

(b)  Observations  being  conducted  on 
frequencies  or  frequency  bands  not  al¬ 
located  to  the  radio  astronomy  service 
should  be  reported  as  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  for  Information  piirposes. 
Information  in  this  category  will  not  be 
submitted  for  entry  in  the  Master  Inter¬ 
national  Frequency  Register  and  protec¬ 
tion  from  interference  will  not  be  af¬ 
forded  such  operations  by  stations  in 
other  services. 

5.  In  §2.105,  paragraph  (h)(1)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.105  Application  and  format  of  the 
Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(h)  •  •  * 

(1)  Any  footnote  consisting  of  three 
digits  or  three  digits  and  a  one  or  two 
letter  suffix,  e.g.,  (170)  or  (215A),  de¬ 
notes  a  paragraph  in  the  Geneva  (1959) 
Radio  Regulations  as  amended  by  the 
Space  Conference  (Geneva,  1963). 
Where  such  a  footnote  is  applicable, 
without  modification,  to  the  national 
Table  of  Frequency  Allocations,  the  sym¬ 
bol  appears  in  the  national  table  as 
well  as  in  Column  1,  2,  3  or  4. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  2.106  [Amended] 

6.  Section  2.106  is  amended  as  follows: 
a.  The  table  is  amended.  In  part,  to 

read  as  follows: 
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(281F)  Tlie  band  137-138  Mc/s  will  be 
used  mainly  for  research  concerning  the  es¬ 
tablishment,  technical  Improvement,  and 
maintenance  of  operational  space  systems. 

(284A)  In  the  band  144-148  Mc/s,  arti¬ 
ficial  satellites  may  be  used  by  the  amateur 
service. 

(285A)  The  frequencies  148.25+15  kc/s 
and  154.2+15  kc/s  may  be  used  for  space 
telecommand,  subject  to  agreement  among 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 
having  services  operating  In  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

(285B)  Stations  operating  In  the  fixed  and 
mobile  services  may  continue  to  use  this 
band  until  1  January  1969.  This  cessation 
date  shall  not  apply  In  Austria,  Bulgaria, 
Cuba,  Hungary,  Iran,  Kuwait,  Morocco,  Pak¬ 
istan,  the  Netherlands,  Poland,  the  United 
Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia  and  Roumanla 
where  the  fixed  and  mobile  services  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  have  equal  primary  statiis  with  the 
radlonavlgatlon-satelllte  service.  (See  Rec¬ 
ommendation  No.  6A.) 

(3()9A)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  In  the  band  267-273  Mc/s  for  telemeter¬ 
ing  purposes  may  also  transmit  tracking  sig¬ 
nals  In  the  band. 

(309B)  In  the  band  267-272  Mc/s  Indi¬ 
vidual  administrations  may  use  space  telem¬ 
etering  in  their  countries  on  a  primary 
basis,  subject  to  the  agreement  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrations  concerned  and  those  having 
services  operating  in  accordance  with  the 
Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

(311  A)  Stations  operating  In  the  fixed 
and  mobile  services  may  continue  to  use  this 
band  until  1  January  1969.  This  cessation 
date  shall  not  apply  In  Bulgaria,  Cubs, 
Greece,  Hungary,  Iran,  Kuwait,  Lebanon, 
Morocco,  the  United  Arab  Republic  and 
Yugoslavia  where  the  fixed  and  mobile  serv¬ 
ices  will  continue  to  have  equal  status  with 
the  radionavlgation-satellite  service.  (See 
Recommendation  No.  6A.) 

(315A)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  between  ^1-402  Mc/s  for  telemetering 
purposes  may  also  transmit  tracking  signals 
In  this  band. 

(318A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia  and  the 
U.S.S11.,  the  band  460-470  Mc/s  may  be  used, 
on  a  primary  basis,  by  the  meteorological- 
satellite  service  subject  to  agreement  among 
administrations  concerned  and  those  having 
services,  or  intending  to  Introduce  services, 
operating  in  accordance  with  the  Table, 
which  may  be  affected. 

(319A)  The  band  449.75-450.25  Mc/s  may 
be  used  for  space  telecommand,  subject  to 
agreement  among  the  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  operating 
In  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(324A)  It  Is  Intended  that  meteorological - 
satellite  space  stations  operating  In  this  band 
shall  transmit  to  selected  earth  stations.  The 
location  of  such  earth  stations  is  subject 
to  agreement  among  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  oi>erating 
In  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(332)  In  Region  1,  except  the  African 
Broadcasting  Area,  the  band  606-614  Mc/s, 
and  in  Region  3,  the  band  610-614  Mc/s  may 
be  used  by  the  radio  astronomy  service.  Ad¬ 
ministrations  shall  avoid  using  the  band 
concerned  for  the  broadcasting  service  as 
long  as  possible,  and  thereafter,  as  far  as 
practicable,  shall  avoid  the  use  of  such  effec¬ 
tive  radiated  powers  as  will  cause  harmful 
Interference  to  radio  astronomy  observations. 

In  Region  2,  the  band  608-614  Mc/s  is 
reserved  exclusively  for  the  radio  astronomy 
service  tmtll  the  first  Administrative  Radio 
Conference  after  1  January  1974  which  Is 
competent  to  review  this  provision;  however, 
this  provision  does  not  apply  to  Cuba. 

(339A)  Specific  portions  of  the  frequency 
band  90k>-960  Mc/s  may  also  be  used,  on  a 
secondary  basis,  for  experimental  purposes  in 
connection  with  space  research. 


(350A)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  band  1625-1540  Mc/s  for  tele¬ 
metering  purposes  may  also  transmit  track¬ 
ing  signals  In  the  band. 

(350D)  In  Cuba,  the  band  1525-1535  Mc/s 
Is  also  allocated,  on  a  primary  basis,  to  the 
mobile  service. 

(352A)  The  bands  1540-1660  Mc/s.  4200- 
4400  Mc/s,  5000-5250  Mc/s  and  15.4-15.7 
Gc/s  are  reserved,  on  a  world-wide  basis,  for 
the  use  and  development  of  alrbcwne  elec¬ 
tronic  aids  to  air  navigation  and  any  directly 
associated  ground-based  or  satellite-borne 
facilities. 

(352B)  The  bands  1540-1660  Mc/s.  5000- 
5250  Mc/s  and  15.4-15.7  Gc/s  are  also  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service 
for  the  use  and  development  of  systems  using 
space  communication  techniques.  Such  use 
and  development  is  subject  to  agreement  and 
co-ordination  between  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  operating 
In  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(353A)  In  view  of  the  successful  detection 
of  two  spectral  lines  In  the  region  of  1665 
Mc/s  and  1667  Mc/s  by  astronomers,  admin¬ 
istrations  are  urged  to  give  all  practicable 
protection  In  the  band  1664.4-1668.4  Mc/s 
for  future  research  In  radio  astronomy. 

(354A)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  Roumanla.  Czechoslovakia  and  the 
U.S.SJt..  the  bands  1660-1670  Mc/s  and  1690- 
1700  Mc/s  are  also  allocated  to  the  fixed 
service  and  the  mobile,  except  aeronautical 
mobile,  service. 

(355A)  In  Cuba,  the  band  1700-1710  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

(356AA)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  meteorological-satellite  service. 
In  the  band  1770-1790  Mc/s,  shall  be  on  a 
primary  basis,  subject  to  co-ordination  with 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 
having  services  operating  In  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected  by  the  sit¬ 
ing  of  earth  stations. 

(356A)  The  band  2110-2120  Mc/s  may  be 
used  for  telecommand  in  conjunction  with 
spacecraft  engaged  in  deep  space  research, 
subject  to  agreement  between  the  adminis¬ 
trations  concerned  and  those  having  services 
operating  In  accordance  with  the  Table, 
which  may  be  affected. 

(356B)  In  Cuba,  the  band  2290-2300  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

(364A)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  India,  Israel,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco, 
Pakistan,  the  Philippines,  Poland,  the  United 
Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roiimania, 
Czechoslovakia  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  the  band 
2690-2700  Mc/s  is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed 
and  mobile  services. 

(374A)  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the 
transmission  of  tracking  and  telemetering 
signals  associated  with  communication-satel¬ 
lite  space  stations  operating  In  the  same 
band. 

(383A)  In  Cuba,  the  band  4990-5000  Mc/s 
Is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  serv¬ 
ices,  and  the  provisions  of  No.  365  apply. 

(389A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  space  research  service  Is  a  pri¬ 
mary  service  in  the  band  5670-5725  Mc/s. 

(392A)  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the 
transmission  of  telecommand  signals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  communication-satellite  earth 
stations  operating  In  the  same  band. 

(392C)  Stations  of  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services,  prevlovisly  authorized  In  the  bands 
7250-7300  Mc/s  and  7975-8025  Mc/s,  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate  until  1  January  1969.  This 
provision  does  not  apply  to  the  countries 
listed  in  Nos.  392G  and  392H. 

(392D)  As  an  exception,  passive  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  systems  also  may  be  accom¬ 


modated  In  the  band  7250-7750  Mc/s,  sub¬ 
ject  to: 

(a)  Agreement  between  administrations 
concerned  and  those  whose  services,  operat¬ 
ing  In  accordance  with  the  Table,  may  be 
affected; 

(b)  The  co-ordination  procediure  laid  down 
In  Articles  9  and  9A. 

Such  systems  shall  not  cause  any  more  in¬ 
terference  at  active  earth  station  receivers 
than  would  be  caused  by  fixed  or  mobile  serv¬ 
ices.  Power-fiux  density  limitations  at  the 
earth’s  surface  after  refiectlon  from  the 
passive  communication-satellites  shall  not 
exceed  those  prescribed  In  these  Regulations 
for  active  communication-satellite  systems. 

The  maximum  effective  power  radiated  In 
any  direction  in  the  horizontal  plane  by  earth 
stations  of  passive  satellite  systems  shall  not 
exceed  -|-55  dbW,  not  taking  the  site  shield¬ 
ing  factor  Into  account.  If  the  distance  be¬ 
tween  a  transmitting  station  of  a  passive 
system  and  the  territory  of  another  adminis¬ 
tration  exceeds  400  km,  this  limitation  may 
be  Increased  In  that  direction  by  2  db  for 
each  100  km  In  excess  of  400  km  up  to  a 
maximum  of  65  dbW. 

(392P)  In  the  bands  7200-7250  Mc/s  and 
7300-7750  Mc/s,  the  meteorological-satellite 
service  may  use  a  band  up  to  100  Mc/s  In 
width  on  a  primary  basis.  These  bands  may 
also  be  used  for  the  transmission  of  tracking 
and  telemetering  signals  associated  with 
meteorological-satellite  space  stations  oper¬ 
ating  In  the  same  band. 

(392G)  In  Algeria,  Austria,  Bulgaria,  Cy¬ 
prus,  Cuba,  Ethiopia,  Finland,  Hungary, 
Japan,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Malaysia, 
Morocco,  the  Philippines,  Poland,  the  United 
.Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla, 
Sweden,  Switzerland,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  band  7250-7300  Mc/s  Is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(392H)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Ethi¬ 
opia,  Finland,  Hungary,  Japan,  Kuwait, 
Lebanon,  Morocco,  Poland,  the  United  Arab 
Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla,  Sweden, 
Switzerland,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  band  7975-6025  Mc/s  Is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(303A)  The  band  7120-7130  Mc/s  may  be 
us^  for  telecommand  In  association  with 
space  services,  subject  to  agreement  between 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 
having  services  operating  In  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

(394C)  In  Cuba,  the  band  8400-8500  Mc/s 
Is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

(401A)  The  band  9975-10025  Mc/s  may  be 
used  by  weather  radar  on  meteorologlcal- 
satellltes. 

(405B)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Japan,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Pakistan,  Po¬ 
land,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia, 
Roiunanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the  UB.SH., 
the  band  10.68-10.7  Gc/s  Is  also  allocated  to 
the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(400A)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia.  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R..  the  band  15.25-15.35  Gc/s  Is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(409C)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia.  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.8.S.R.,  the  band  15.35-15.4  Gc/s  Is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(409D)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Ku¬ 
wait,  Lebanon.  Poland,  the  United  Arab  Re¬ 
public,  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  band  19.3-19.4  Gc/s  Is  also  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(412A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Rou¬ 
manla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the  UBBR.. 
the  band  318-31.6  Gc/s  Is  also  allocated  to 
the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(412B)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 
Poland,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla,  Czechoslo- 
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vakU,  and  the  the  apace  research 

service  U  a  primary  service  In  the  band  813- 
323  Oc/a. 

(412C)  In  Bulgaria.  Cuba.  Hungary. 
Poland.  Roumanla.  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.81t..  the  space  research  service  Is  a 
primary  service  In  the  band  843-353  Oc/s. 

(412D)  The  band  34.4-343  Oc/s  may  be 
used  by  weather  radar  devices  on  meteor¬ 
ological  satellites  for  the  detection  of  cloud. 

(412E)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba.  Hungary. 
Poland,  Yugoslavia.  Roumanla,  Czechoslo¬ 
vakia,  and  the  UJ3BH.,  the  band  36.5— 
37.5  Oc/s  Is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  as¬ 
tronomy  service. 

(412F)  In  Cuba  and  India,  the  band  33- 
33.4  Gc/s  Is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  as¬ 
tronomy  service. 

(4120)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 
Poland,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla.  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  and  the  UBHR..  the  band  33.4-34 
Gc/s  Is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  astronomy 
service. 

(412H)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 
Poland,  Roiimanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.8Jt.,  the  space  research  service  Is  a 
primary  service  In  the  band  31-313  Oc/s. 

e.  Footnote  NG48  l3  deleted  from  the 
NO  footnotes  following  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations  in  fi  2.106. 

f.  Footnote  NG41  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

N041  A'equencles  In  the  bands  3700- 
4200  Mc/s,  5925-6426  Mc/s,  and  10.7-11.7 
Oc/s  may  also  be  assigned  to  statlohs  In  the 
International  fixed  public  and  International 
control  services  located  In  UJS.  Possessions  In 
the  Caribbean  area. 

g.  Footnotes  US22.  US63,  US64.  US73. 
US75,  and  US76  are  deleted  from  the  US 
footnotes  following  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations  in  S  2.106. 

h.  The  following  US  footnotes  (intro¬ 
ductory  text  only  for  US7)  to  the  Table 
in  S  2.106  are  amended  to  read: 

U87  In  the  band  420-450  Mc/s  and  within 
the  following  areas,  the  DC  plate  power  In¬ 
put  to  the  final  stage  of  a  transmitter  em¬ 
ployed  In  the  amateur  service  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  50  watts,  tinless  expressly  authorized  by 
the  Commission  after  mutual  agreement,  on 
a  case-by-case  basis,  between  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  Engineer  In 
Charge  at  the  ai^llcable  District  Oflice  and 
the  Military  Area  Frequency  Coordinator  at 
the  applicable  military  base; 

•  •  •  •  • 

0821  Existing  Government  operations 
and  non-Oovemment  stations  authorized  In 
this  band  as  of  December  1,  1961,  may  con¬ 
tinue  and  shall  not  be  required  to  afford 
protection  to  radio  astronomy  observatories 
within  the  United  States  and  Its  possessions. 
However,  by  International  agreement,  such 
stations  must  afford  protection  to  the  ob¬ 
servatories  of  other  countries. 

U826  The  bands  117375-121.425  Mc/s, 
123.575-128.825  Mc/s  and  132.025-136  Mc/s 
are  for  air  trafOc  control  communications. 

US35  Except  as  provided  by  footnotes 
US6  and  US87,  the  only  non-Oovemment 
service  permitted  In  the  band  420-450  Mc/s 
Is  the  amate\ir  service.  The  amateur  service 
shall  not  cause  harmful  Interference  to  the 
radiolocation  service. 

US53  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  band 
13.25-13.4  Oc/s  la  allocated  exclusively  to 
doppler  navigation  aids.  Government  and 
non-Oovemment  airborne  doppler  radars  In 
the  aeronautical  radio-navigation  service 
are  permitted  In  the  band  8750-8850  Mc/s 
only  on  the  condition  that  they  must  accept 
any  Interference  which  may  be  experienced 
from  stations  In  the  radiolocation  service  In 
the  band  8500-10000  Mc/s. 


U858  In  the  band  10.000-10300  Mc/s, 
pulsed  emissions  are  prohibited,  except  for 
weather  radars  on  board  meteorological 
satellites  In  the  band  10,000-10,025  Mc/s. 
The  amateur  service  and  the  non-Oovem¬ 
ment  radiolocation  service,  which  shall  not 
cause  harmful  Interference  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  radiolocation  service,  are  the  only 
non-Oovemment  services  permitted  In  this 
band.  The  non-Oovemment  radiolocation 
service  Is  llixilted  to  survey  operations  using 
transmitters  with  a  power  not  to  exceed 
one  watt  Into  the  antenna. 

U860  The  use  of  this  band  by  non-Oov¬ 
emment  services  is  limited  to  the  space 
(telecommand)  service. 

DS62  The  use  of  this  band  by  Govern¬ 
ment  services  Is  limited  to  the  space  re¬ 
search  service. 

XTS69  In  the  band  31.8-33.4  Oc/s,  gro\md- 
based  radlonavlgatlon  aids  are  not  permitted 
except  where  they  operate  in  co-operation 
with  airborne  or  shipbome  radlonavlgatlon 
devices. 

US70  The  meteorological  aids  service  al¬ 
location  In  the  band  400.05-406  Mc/s  does 
not  preclude  the  operation  therein  of  as¬ 
sociated  ground  transmitters. 

US72  In  the  band  2435-2535  Oc/s,  Gov¬ 
ernment  radiolocation  devices  (A8DE)  are 
permitted  between  2435-24.47  Oc/s  on  a 
shared  basis. 

U874  The  radio  astronomy  service  shall 
be  protected  from  extra-band  radiation  only 
to  the  extent  that  such  radiation  exceeds 
the  level  which  would  be  present  If  the 
offending  station  were  operating  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  technical  standards  or 
criteria  applicable  to  the  service  in  which 
It  operates. 

U878  In  the  band  1435-1525  Mc/s,  the 
frequencies  between  1435  and  1485  Mc/s  will 
be  assigned  primarily  for  the  (light  texting  of 
manned  aircraft,  or  major  components 
thereof;  the  frequencies  between  1485  and 
1525  Mc/s  will  be  assigned  primarily  for  the 
(light  testing  of  unmanned  aircraft  and 
missiles  or  major  components  thereof.  In¬ 
cluded  as  permissible  usage  for  aeronautical 
telemetering  stations  In  the  band  1435- 
1525  Mc/s  Is  telemetry  associated  with 
launching  and  re-entry  Into  the  earth’s 
atmosphere,  as  well  as  any  Incidental  orbit¬ 
ing  prior  to  re-entry,  of  manned  or  un¬ 
manned  objects  undergoing  (light  tests. 

US81  The  oand  38-38.16  Mc/s  may  be 
used  by  both  Government  and  non-Oovem¬ 
ment  radio  astronomy  observatories.  No 
new  assignments  are  to  be  made  and  Gov¬ 
ernment  stations  In  the  band  38-38.16  Mc/s 
will  be  moved  to  other  bands  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis,  as  required,  to  protect  radio 
astronomy  observations  from  harmful  inter¬ 
ference.  As  an  exception,  however,  low- 
powered  military  transportable  and  mobile 
stations  used  for  tactical  and  training  pmr- 
poses  will  continue  to  use  the  band.  TO  the 
extent  practicable,  the  latter  operations  will 
be  adjusted  to  relieve  such  Interference  as 
may  be  caused  to  radio  astronomy  observa¬ 
tions.  In  the  event  of  harmful  Interference 
from  such  local  operations,  radio  astronomy 
observatories  may  contact  local  military 
emnmands  directly,  with  a  view  to  effecting 
relief.  A  list  of  military  commands,  areas 
of  coordination,  and  points  of  contact  for 
purposes  of  relieving  Interference  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  from  the  Office  of 
Chief  Engineer,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20554. 

1.  The  following  new  US  footnotes  are 
added  to  the  Table  In  S  2.106  In  proper 
numerical  sequence: 

U883  Non-Oovemment  use  of  this  band 
U  limited  to  the  foUowlng:  9995-10003  kc/s, 
radio  astronomy  service;  10003-10006  kc/s, 
radio  astronomy  and  space  research  services. 

U884  The  non-Oovernment  use  of  this 
band  Is  limited  to  the  space  research  service. 


U886  In  the  bands  117375-123.075  and 
123375-136  Mc/s,  the  use  and  development, 
for  the  aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service,  of 
systems  using  space  communication  tech¬ 
niques  may  be  authorized  but  limited 
InltlaUy  to  satellite  relay  stations  of  the 
aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service. 

U886  The  frequencies  14835  Mc/s  ±15 
kc/s  and  154.2  ±16  kc/s  may  be  used  by  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  non-Oovemment  stations  for 
space  telecommand  at  specific  locations, 
subject  to  such  conditions  as  may  be  Im¬ 
posed  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  With  respect 
to  1543  Mc/s,  the  commands  are  to  be 
limited  to  short  duration  of  the  order  of 
three  seconds  (“Address  and  execute”  com¬ 
mands).  Further,  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
and  solely  to  avoid  harmful  interference  to 
non-Oovemment  ctations  In  the  land  mobile 
service,  a  comparable  replacement  frequency 
assignment  vidll  be  made  available  below 
150.8  Mc/s,  if  required. 

US87  The  frequency  460  Mc/s,  with  max¬ 
imum  emission  bandwidth  of  500  kc/s,  may 
be  used  by  Oovenunent  and  non-Oovem¬ 
ment  stations  for  space  telecommand  at  spe¬ 
cific  locations,  subject  to  such  conditions 
as  may  be  applied  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

US88  Stations  in  the  broadcasting  service 
will  not  be  authorized  In  the  band  608-614 
Mc/s  prior  to  January  1,  1974.  In  the  In¬ 
terim  the  band  Is  available  for  use  by  the 
radio  astronomy  service.  The  radio  astrono¬ 
my  service  shall  be  protected  from  extra¬ 
band  radiation  only  to  the  extent  that  such 
radiation  exceeds  the  level  which  would  be 
present  if  the  offending  station  were  operat¬ 
ing  in  compliance  with  the  technical 
standards  or  criteria  applicable  to  the  service 
In  which  It  operates. 

US89  The  aeronautical  telemetering  fre¬ 
quencies  In  the  band  1525-1535  Mc/s  will  be 
assigned  primarily  for  the  (light  testing  of 
unmanned  aircraft  and  missiles  or  major 
components  thereof.  Included  as  permis¬ 
sible  usage  for  aeronautical  telemetering 
stations  In  the  band  1625-1535  Mc/s  Is  telem¬ 
etry  associated  with  launching  and  re¬ 
entry  Into  the  earth’s  atmosphere,  as  well  as 
any  Incidental  orbiting  prior  to  re-entry,  of 
manned  or  unmanned  objects  undergoing 
flight  tests. 

US90  The  band  2118-2120  Mc/s  may  be 
used  by  Government  and  non-Oovemment 
stations  for  space  telecommand  at  specific 
locations  In  conjunction  with  spacecraft  en¬ 
gaged  In  deep  space  research,  subject  to  such 
conditions  as  may  be  applied  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis. 

US91  ’The  ultimate  disposition  of  this 
band  In  the  communication-satellite  service, 
as  between  Government  and  non-Oovem¬ 
ment,  is  deferred.  In  the  meanwhile  the 
non-Oovemment  may  exploit  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  and  the  Government  may  ex¬ 
ploit  the  7  and  8  Oc/s  bands  for  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service  systems  Intended  to 
become  operational.  Any  modification  of 
this  policy  will  be  discussed  and  agreed  In 
the  FCC/DTM(IRAC)  mechanism  prior  to 
the  filing  of  applications  with  the  IRAG  for 
frequency  assignments  which  are  not  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  foregoing. 

US62  In  the  band  ’1300-7750  Mc/s,  the 
meteorological-satellite  service  may  use  a 
band  up  to  100  Mc/s  In  width.  This  100 
Mc/s  band  may  also  be  used  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  tracking  and  telemetering  signals 
associated  with  meteorological-satellite  space 
stations  operating  in  the  same  band. 

US94  The  bands  30.006-80.016  Mc/s  and 
39.088-40.02  Mc/s  are  also  allocated,  on  a 
secondary  basis,  to  the  space  research  service 
for  space  station-to-earth  station  transmis¬ 
sions  only. 

U898  The  frequency  243  Mc/s  is  the  fre¬ 
quency  In  this  band  for  use  by  Government 
and  non-Oovemment  survival  craft  stations 
and  equipment  used  for  survival  psuposes. 

nS09  In  the  band  1660-1700  Mc/s,  the 
meteorological  aids  service  (radiosonde)  will 
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to  the  maximum  extent  practicable  confine 
Its  operations  above  the  frequency  1670  Mc/s. 
Whenever  It  Is  necessary  to  operate  radio¬ 
sondes  In  the  band  1660-1670  Mc/s  within 
the  United  States,  the  radio  astronomers  will 
be  notified  In  a  timely  manner. 

USIOO  In  the  Additional  Protocol  to  the 
Final  Acts  of  the  Space  EARC,  Geneva,  1963, 
a  declaration  on  behalf  of  the  USA  states 
that  the  USA  cannot  accept  any  obligation  to 
observe  the  exceptions  claimed  by  Cuba  In 
those  footnotes  to  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations  which  were  adopted  by  the  EARC 
and  which  specifically  name  Cuba. 

USIOI  In  the  band  1660-1670  Mc/s,  the 
radio  astronomy  service  must  accept  such 
interference  as  may  be  received  from  the 
meteorological-satellite  service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-5529;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  15723;  FCC  65-417] 

PART  21— DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO 
SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  MARITIME 
MOBILE) 

PART  25— SATELLITE 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Shared  Use  of  Certain  Frequency 
Bands 

Shared  Use  of  Certain  Frequency 
Bands  Mobile  and  Communication- 
Satellite  Services 

1.  The  Commission  adopted  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  matter  on  December  2, 1964,  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  16,  1964  (29  F.R.  17840). 
Interested  parties  were  invited  to  file 
comments  on  or  before  January  15, 
1965,  and  reply  comments  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  25.  1965.  The  time  for 
filing  reply  comments  was  subse¬ 
quently  extended  to  February  4,  and 
was  then  further  extended  to  February 
15, 1965.  The  orders  extending  the  reply 
comment  period  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  28,  1965 
(30  F.R.  892),  and  February  10,  1965 
(30  FR.  1878) ,  respectively. 

2.  Comments  were  filed  by  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.  (A.T.  &  T.), 
Communications  Satellite  Corp.  (COM¬ 
SAT)  ,  Hawaiian  Telephone  Co.  (Hawai¬ 
ian),  nr  Federal  Laboratories  (ITT), 
and  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co. 
(Western  Union) .  Reply  comments  sub¬ 
sequently  were  filed  by  A.T.  &  T.,  COM¬ 
SAT.  and  Hawaiian. 

3.  A.T.  &  T.  favored  strict  sharing  cri¬ 
teria  and  technical  limitations  that 
would  protect  the  operations  of  terres¬ 
trial  systems.  COMSAT  opposed  any 
limitations  upon  space  service  operations 
more  restrictive  than  those  posed  by  the 
Final  Acts  of  the  Space  Conference, 
Geneva,  1963,  on  the  grounds  that  they 
would  inhibit  flexibility  in  the  com¬ 
munication-satellite  service.  Hawaiian 
favored  generally  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
posal  but  suggested  several  detailed 
changes  with  respect  to  coordination  be¬ 
tween  the  sharing  services.  ITT  limited 
its  comments  to  suggested  changes  in 
the  application  of  propagation  curves  in¬ 
tended  for  the  calculation  of  coordina¬ 
tion  distances.  Substantive  comments 
by  Western  Union  were  directed  only  to 
the  desirability  of  early  coordination  be¬ 


tween  space  system  planners  and  ter¬ 
restrial  system  planners,  up  to  2  years 
in  advance  of  the  planned  usage. 

4.  Among  other  things,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Notice  solicited  comments  specif¬ 
ically  with  respect  to  two  possible  depar¬ 
tures  from  technical  limits  set  forth  in 
the  international  Radio  Regulations,  in¬ 
sofar  as  they  apply  to  the  frequency  band 
5925-6425  Mc/s.  First,  it  was  suggested 
that  5°  rather  than  the  internationally 
agreed  3°  might  be  adopted  nationally  as 
the  minimum  permissible  antenna  eleva¬ 
tion  angle  for  transmissions  from  earth 
stations.  Second,  it  was  suggested  that 
+45dbW  per  4  kc/s  might  be  adopted  na¬ 
tionally  as  the  maximum  effective  radi¬ 
ated  power  in  the  horizontal  plane  from 
an  earth  station,  rather  than  the  inter¬ 
nationally  agreed  -|-55dbW/4  kc/s. 
Comments  were  submitted  on  each  of 
these  points  by  all  but  ITT.  Western 
Union  expressed  the  view  that  some  angle 
greater  than  3°  and  some  value  less  than 
+55dbW  would  be  desirable  but,  absent 
supporting  experimental  data,  was  not 
prepared  to  recommend  5°  or  +45dbW 
or  any  other  specific  figures. 

5.  A.T.  &  T.  contends  that  adoption  of 
a  5°  minimum  angle  of  elevation,  in  both 
the  3700-4200  and  5925-6425  Mc/s  bands, 
is  realistic  inasmuch  as  it  will  reduce  the 
required  coordination  distance  between 
earth  stations  and  terrestrial  stations 
without  restricting  unduly  the  operation 
of  a  communication-satellite  system. 
A.T.  &  T.  concedes  that  it  would  be  de¬ 
sirable  to  specify  as  low  an  angle  as 
possible,  from  a  satellite  system  opera¬ 
tional  standpoint,  but  points  out  that 
the  practical  minimum  angle  is  a  func¬ 
tion  of  the  quality  and  reliability  of 
transmission  from  the  satellite  to  the 
earth  station.  Since  a  common  antenna 
is  generally  used  for  both  transmitting 
and  receiving  at  an  earth  station,  the 
minimum  angle  for  reception  might  be 
said  to  dictate  the  minimum  angle  for 
transmission  also.  Additionally,  how¬ 
ever,  A.T.  &  T.  states  that  the  lowest  us¬ 
able  angle  from  a  transmission  stand¬ 
point  depends  upon  the  atmospheric 
noise  introduced  into  the  system  and  the 
signal  fading  that  occurs  at  low  angles  of 
propagation  through  the  atmosphere. 
Test  results  at  the  earth  station  site  at 
Andover,  Maine  were  cited  in  support  of 
this  argument  wherein  it  was  stat^  that 
a  50°  K  noise  temperature  was  obtained 
between  5°  and  6”  for  a  360°  azimuthal 
scan  of  the  antenna.  A  sharp  increase 
in  noise  temperature  (from  70°  K  to  225° 
K)  was  not^  between  3.8  and  3.0°  for 
a  360°  scan  of  the  antenna.  Another 
test  at  Andover  was  stated  to  indicate 
that  reliable  transmission  via  Telstar 
was  not  obtained  until  an  elevation  angle 
of  about  4.5°  was  reached  and  that  severe 
signal  fading  was  experienced  at  angles 
below  that  value.  It  was  also  argued 
by  A.T.  &  T.  that  the  higher  minimum 
angle  could  reduce  the  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  by  as  much  as  25  percent  and  the 
area  encompassed  by  the  coordination 
distance  contour  by  as  much  as  72  per¬ 
cent. 

6.  Comsat  opposed  the  impositicm  of 
a  5°  minimum  angle,  both  in  its  com¬ 
ments  and  in  its  reply  comments,  for  a 
number  of  reasons.  As  an  example. 


their  calculations  indicate  that  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  5°  as  opposed  to  3°  would  in¬ 
crease  outage  time  by  35  percent  for  a 
given  number  of  satellites  in  a  medium 
altitude  random  system,  or,  alternately, 
would  require  the  usage  of  15  percent 
more  satellites  to  maintain  a  given  minl- 
mmn  outage  time.  Addltiopally,  Com¬ 
sat  argues,  such  an  increase  might  af¬ 
fect  adversely  the  earth  station’s  ability 
to  establish  long  link  commimication,  to 
communicate  with  countries  using  small 
earth  station  facilities  or  having  mon¬ 
soon  rain  conditions,  and  to  use  satel¬ 
lites  which  have  drifted  from  their  op¬ 
timal  position.  With  respect  to  reported 
A.T.  &  T.  test  results  at  Andover,  Com¬ 
sat  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
topography  was  such  as  to  preclude 
eflBcient  operation  below  4°  but  that  such 
a  limitation  is  not  inherent  to  all  earth 
stations.  Cited  as  locations  where  such 
limitations  do  not  apply  were  Ooonhilly 
Downs  (England),  Point  Mugu  (Calif.), 
and  Raisting  (Germany),  where  eleva¬ 
tion  angles  of  less  than  3°  are  usable. 
Comsat  makes  reference  to  a  report  of 
November  1962,  on  Goonhilly  Downs,  for 
example,  which  indicated  that  no  inter¬ 
ference  was  detected  when  the  antenna 
was  rotated  through  360°  at  2°  elevation 
and  which  indicated  further  that  “  •  •  • 
once  the  beacon  signal  has  been  firmly 
acquired,  usually  by  the  time  that  satel¬ 
lite  elevation  is  some  1*/^°,  the  commimi¬ 
cation  channel  is  effective  and  tests  or 
demonstrations  can  proceed.” 

7.  The  reply  comments  of  A.T.  &  T. 
agree  with  Comsat’s  analysis  of  the 
outage  time  of  a  random  orbit  satellite 
system  as  a  function  of  minimum  eleva¬ 
tion  angle,  but  contend  that  the  cost  of 
providing  the  extra  margins  in  the  sys¬ 
tem  to  ensure  reliable  operation  at  3° 
might  be  of  such  magnitude  as  to  offset 
any  p>ossible  operational  advantages. 

8.  Hawaiian  states  that  there  is  in¬ 
sufficient  information  available  to  speci¬ 
fy  the  minimum  angle  of  operation,  par¬ 
ticularly  without  specifying  the  limits  of 
side  lobe  radiation.  Hawaiian  sees  no 
merit  in  limiting  the  elevation  angle 
when  the  earth  station  antenna  is  di¬ 
rected  seaward  and  away  from  land 
areas  since  this  could  decrease  unneces¬ 
sarily  the  usable  time-in-view  of  non- 
synchronous  satellites  and  could,  in  some 
Instances,  unnecessarily  prevent  com¬ 
munication  between  a  given  earth  sta¬ 
tion  and  a  synchronous  satellite.  To 
cope  with  these  matters,  Hawaiian  would 
amend  Parts  21  and  25  as  appropriate  to 
provide  additionally :  (1)  That  the  mlni- 

<  mum  permissible  angle  of  elevation  be 
determined  by  tests  to  verify  theoretical 
calculations  and  that  such  angles  be 
specified  on  the  earth  station  license  as 
a  function  of  azimuth;  and  (2)  that  ap- 
pli(:ants  in  an  area  wherein  coordina¬ 
tion  might  be  n^essary  be  required  to 
submit  antenna  radiation  patterns  with 
their  applications. 

9.  Hawaiian  offered  no  comment  on 
the  choice  of  -f45dbW  in  lieu  of  -|-55dbW 
in  any  4  kc/s  band  as  an  upper  limit  on 
permissible  mean  ERP  in  the  horizontal 
plane.  It  is  implicit  in  Hawaiian’s  com¬ 
ments  that  they  are  less  concerned  with 
this  factor  than  with  a  workable  sharing 
arrangement  between  terrestrial  systems 
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in  Hawaii  and  a  communication-satellite 
S3rstem.  Because  of  the  limited  available 
land  mass  in  the  island  complex,  it  is 
probable  that  a  reduction  in  permissible 
ERP  as  proposed  would  do  little,  if  any¬ 
thing,  to  ease  the  sharing  problem.  Ha¬ 
waiian  has  indicated  It  might  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  request  special  allocation  relief  in 
Hawaii  under  Part  2  and  consequential 
changes  in  Part  21  to  accommodate  some 
of  its  existing  and  planned  operations 
that  would  otherwise  operate  in  the  band 
5925-6425  Mc/s.  A  determination  of  its 
needs  in  this  regard  can  not  be  made 
imtll  a  site  for  a  communication-satellite 
earth  station  has  been  decided  upon  in 
Hawaii. 

10.  A.T.  ft  T.  would  prefer  a  permissible 
level  of  maximum  ERP  of  something  less 
than  even  the  -|-45dbW  suggested  as  a 
]X)ssible  limit  in  the  Commission’s  Notice, 
in  order  to  minimize  the  total  area  within 
the  coordination  distance  contour  about 
an  earth  station  site,  but  nonetheless, 
supports  +45dbW  as  a  compromise  limit. 
A.T.  ft  T.  argues  that  areas  that  are  un¬ 
necessarily  large  can  prove  expensive  to 
both  of  the  sharing  services.  If  common 
carriers  in  the  terrestrial  service  must 
avoid  large  areas  to  avoid  interference 
to  or  from  earth  stations,  other  facilities 
must  be  made  available  to  render  service 
to  the  public  within  those  areas  at  a  cost 
which  may  exceed  that  of  radio  relay  fa¬ 
cilities.  On  the  other  hand,  earth  sta¬ 
tions  may  find  it  necessary  to  establish 
in  imeconomical  locations  to  avoid  exist¬ 
ing  radio  relay  stations.  If  so.  construc¬ 
tion  and  operating  costs  could  be  in¬ 
creased  appreciably  by  the  need  for  serv¬ 
ice  facilities  such  as  access  roads,  power 
and  housing. 

11.  Comsat  opposes  reducing  the 
maximum  permissible  ERP  in  the  6  Qc/s 
band  from  +55dbW  to  45dbW/4  kc/s  on 
the  grounds  that  it  would  restrict  space 
planning  fiexibility  but  would  not  lessen 
the  possibility  of  interference  to  exist¬ 
ing  licensees  or  reduce  substantially  the 
coordination  area.  Comsat  agrees 
that  the  reduction  would  facilitate  the 
coordination  process  but  states  that 
"*  *  *  the  minimum  coordination  area 
is  determined  by  the  coordination  area 
for  the  4  Gc/s  receiving  band  which  is 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  55dbW,  the 
maximum  permissible  ERP  for  terres¬ 
trial  services  (from  CCIR  Rec.  406).” 
Therefore,  in  their  view,  there  is  no 
justification  for  reducing  earth  station 
ERP  below  a  value  which  would  result  in 
a  coordination  area  corresponding  to 
that  for  the  4  Oc/s  band.  Appendix  1 
to  Comsat’s  comments' constituted  the 
contribution  of  its  representatives  in  the 
work  of  the  UB.  Committee  for  CCIR 
Study  Groups  IV  and  IX.  preparatory  to 
the  recently  concluded  International  In¬ 
terim  Meeting  of  those  groups  in  Monaco. 
That  document,  as  interpreted  by  Com¬ 
sat,  demonstrated  “that  in  light  of  the 
present  state  of  the  art.  effective  satel¬ 
lite-communications  could  require  a 
maximum  ERP  of  at  least  52dbW/4  kc/s 
in  order  to  permit  reasonable  fiexibility. 
In  future  years,  new  satellite  techniques 
and  unique  traffic  requirements  could  re¬ 
quire  even  a  higher  maximum  ERP.” 

12.  The  reply  comments  of  A.T.  ft  T. 
directed  to  Comsat’s  initial  comments 
on  the  45  versus  55dbW  question  point 


out  that:  (1)  Appendix  1  referred  to 
above  was  not  adopted  by  the  UB.  Study 
Groups  IV  and  IX;  (2)  the  terrestrial 
transmitter  power  limit  of  55dbW  rec¬ 
ommend^  by  CCTIR  and  adopted  by  the 
Space  EARC  is  intended  to  protect  satel¬ 
lite-borne  receivers  from  harmful  inter¬ 
ference  from  terrestrial  stations  sharing 
in  the  earth- to-satelllte  bands;  (3)  there 
is  no  power  limitation  with  respect  to 
terrestrial  transmitting  stations  in  the 
satelllte-to-earth  bands  (e.g..  3700-4200 
Mc/s) ;  and  (4)  in  general,  the  coordina¬ 
tion  distance  from  a  transmitting  earth 
station  exceeds  that  from  its  associated 
receiving  earth  station.  A.T.  ft  T.  noted 
that  as  the  permissible  radiation  in  the 
horizontal  plane  increases,  the  coordina¬ 
tion  distance  for  such  an  earth  station 
also  increases.  A.T.  ft  T.  also  noted 
that  the  internationally  agreed  limit  of 
-|-55dbW  in  the  horizontal  plane  for 
transmitting  earth  stations  was  predi¬ 
cated  largely  on  the  decisions  of  the 
CCIR  and  the  Space  EARC  to  set  a  limit 
that  would  not  inhibit  unduly  the  use  of 
earth  stations  operating  in  a  “passive” 
communication-satellite  system,  where 
power  requirements  are  appreciably 
higher  than  for  an  “active”  system. 

13.  In  addition  to  the  specific  points 
covered  above.  A.T.  ft  T.  suggested  a 
number  of  changes  to  the  Commission’s 
proposed  rules.  Section  21.706(c)  sets 
forth  the  showing  to  be  made  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  for  a  terrestrial  station  to  operate 
within  the  coordination  distance  contour 
of  an  existing  earth  station.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  proposed  that  all  such  coor¬ 
dination  distance  contour  maps  be  on 
file  for  public  inspection,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission’s  Common  Carrier  Bu¬ 
reau  in  Washington.  A.T.  ft  T.  is  of  the 
view  that  su(di  limited  availability  of  in¬ 
formation  relating  to  areas  involved  in 
the  coordination  process  will  place  an  im- 
necessary  burden  on  all  applicants  filing 
under  Part  21.  On  the  assumption  that 
the  total  number  of  earth  stations  in  the 
communication-satellite  service  will  be 
small,  A.T.  ft  T.  suggests  that  Part  21 
contain  a  general  description  of  the  earth 
station  sites,  including  a  radius  equal  to 
the  msudmum  coordination  distance  in¬ 
volved,  so  that  a  prospective  applicant 
under  Part  21  may  determine  readily 
whether  a  coordination  problem  exists. 
Should  it  appear  that  the  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  operation  may  lie  within  the  con¬ 
tour,  the  rules  should  provide  means  by 
which  he  could  have  access  to  copies  of 
the  actual  contour  maps  for  detailed 
analysis  of  the  problem.  In  A.T.  ft  T.’s 
view,  the  earth  station  operator,  if  re¬ 
quire  to  furnish  such  copies  on  request, 
will  thus  become  aware  of  additional 
terrestrial  systems  to  be  considered  for 
coordination  purposes  if  there  are  plans 
for  future  expansion  of  the  earth  station 
facility.  A.T.  ft  T.  would  also  amend 
the  rules  to  state  explicitly  what  must  be 
done  if  the  coordination  process  indi¬ 
cates  that  inter-service  interference  is 
likely  to  occur.  In  any  event,  they  pro¬ 
pose  that  arrangements  be  made  for  di¬ 
rect  negotiations  between  operators  of 
existing  and  plant\ed  stations. 

14.  The  reply  comments  of  Hawaiian 
support  the  above  views  of  A.T.  ft  T.  inso¬ 
far  they  are  concerned  with  a  more 
1  osittv'e  coordination  procedure.  In  par¬ 


ticular,  Hawaiian  believes  that  where  a 
new  station  is  proix)8ed  within  coordina¬ 
tion  distance  of  an  existing  station,  the 
new  station  applicant  should  send  notifi¬ 
cation  directly  to  existing  frequency¬ 
sharing  licensees  who  are  involved. 

15.  Comsat  supported  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  coordination  procedures  as  pro¬ 
posed  and  did  not  agree  that  the  changes 
suggested  by  A.T.  ft  T.  are  required  or 
desired.  Comsat  objected  specifically 
to  the  inclusion  in  Part  21  of  a  general 
description  of  the  coordination  areas  of 
existing  earth  stations.  It  objected  also 
to  any  requirement  that  maps  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  terrestrial  station  applicants 
by  the  Commission  or  the  earth  station 
licensee,  on  request.  These  objections 
are  based  on  Comsat’s  belief  that:  (1) 
Commission-proposed  procedures  are 
adequate:  (2)  Part  21  would  need  amend¬ 
ment  with  the  addition  of  each  new  earth 
station  in  the  4  and  6  Gc/s  bands;  and 
(3)  an  economic  burden  would  be  imposed 
upon  the  Commission  or  existing  earth 
station  licensees  if  required  to  make 
available  an  appreciable  number  of  co¬ 
ordination  distance  contour  charts. 
Comsat  also  took  the  position  that  the 
Commission’s  proposed  rules  in  Parts  21 
and  25  are  detailed  adequately  to  resolve 
potential  interference  problems  arising 
during  the  coordination  process.  ’They 
did  not  agree  that  direct  negotiations 
should  be  encouraged  between  existing 
and  proposed  licensees  in  the  opposing 
services  on  the  grounds  that  such  an  ar¬ 
rangement  would  place  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in  the 
hands  of  interested  parties  rather  than 
those  of  the  Commission. 

16.  Of  the  several  interested  parties 
commenting  in  this  proceeding,  only 
A.T.  ft  T.  made  mention  of  the  band  2110- 
2120  Mc/s  which  basically  is  part  of  a 
common  carrier  fixed  band,  but  which,  by 
virtue  of  a  footnote  to  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations,  is  also  available  for 
deep  space  research.  A.T.  ft  T.  recom¬ 
mended  that  normal  users  of  the  band 
be  made  aware  of  this  sMred  use  by  an 
appropriate  amendment  to  S  21.701(g) 
and  also  that  §  21.706  be  amended  to  re- 
fiect  the  need  for  coordination  in  the 
band  2110-2120  Mc/s. 

17.  A.T.  ft  T.  comments  also  invited  at¬ 
tention  to  paragraph  14  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
in  Docket  No.  15722,  wherein  it  was 
stated  that  frequency  bands  allocated 
specifically  to  the  “space  service”  are 
available  to  all  space  radlocommunlca- 
tion  services,  i.e.,  communication-satel¬ 
lite  service,  meteorological-satellite  serv¬ 
ice,  radio-navlgation-sateUite  service  and 
Sjace  research  service.  In  keeping  with 
that  philosophy.  A.T.  ft  T.  recommended 
that  $25,202  (b).  (c)  and  (d)  be  modi¬ 
fied  as  appropriate  to  show  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  1427-1429  Mc/s  for  space  tele¬ 
command  and  1525-1540  Mc/s  for  space 
telemetering  and  tracking. 

18.  A.T.  ft  T.  noted  also  that  provision 
had  not  been  made  in  the  Commission’s 
Notice  for  dealing  with  conflicting  ap¬ 
plications  filed  by  prospective  users.  Ap¬ 
propriate  hearing  procedures  would  ap¬ 
pear  necessary,  both  in  the  case  of 
conflicting  prospective  earth  station  ap¬ 
plicants  under  Part  25  and  In  the  case 
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of  conflict  between  prospective  applicants 
imder  Part  21  and  Part  25.  In  this 
same  vein,  A.T.  &  T.,  Hawaiian  and  West¬ 
ern  Union  support  a  philosophy  within 
the  coordination  process  whereby  recog¬ 
nition  would  be  given  to  systems  in  the 
planning  stage  as  well  as  to  systems  in 
being  or  for  which  construction  was  im¬ 
minent.  In  support  of  this  argument, 
A.T.  &  T.  contends  that  in  many  cases  the 
economies  of  a  microwave  system  or  an 
earth  station -can  be  realized  fully  only 
if  the  system  or  station  can  be  exploited 
to  its  full  capacity.  In  other  words,  a 
large  percentage  of  the  initial  cost  of 
either  goes  toward  development  of  the 
initial  station  locations,  buildings,  an¬ 
tenna  structures  and  power  facilities. 
Expansion  can  be  effected  in  most  in¬ 
stances  by  merely  adding  relatively  in¬ 
expensive  radio  equipment.  It  was  ar¬ 
gued,  therefore,  that  an  applicant  should 
have  some  reasonable  amount  of  as¬ 
surance  that  future  necessary  expansion 
will  not  be  precluded  by  the  unavail¬ 
ability  of  frequency  space.  A.T.  &  T. 
states  this  could  be  accomplished,  in 
part,  by  permitting  under  Part  25,  as  is 
now  permitted  imder  Part  21,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  interested  parties  to  raise  ob¬ 
jections  to  proposals  which  may  cause 
interference  or  which  for  other  reasons 
would  not  appear  to  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

19.  Comsat  did  not  subscribe  to  rec¬ 
ognition,  in  the  coordination  process,  of 
systems  which  were  purely  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  stage.  They  expressed  the  view 
that  it  was  sufficient  to  take  into  account 
only  existing  fsMillities  and  those  for 
which  construction  permits  had  been 
granted. 

20.  As  a  follow-on  to  its  earlier  argu¬ 
ments  for  expanded  or  modified  coordi¬ 
nation  procedures,  A.T.  &  T.  also  sug¬ 
gested  adoption  of  a  common  method 
for  computing  potential  interference  be¬ 
tween  competing  services  which  would 
include  the  possibility  of  (a)  propagation 
by  forward  scatter  via  both  the  main 
beam  and  the  horizontal  component  and 
(b)  prc^gation  by  diffraction,  as  well  as 
direct  line-of -sight  propagation.  Also  in 
this  regard,  A.T.  &  T.  suggests  that  even 
with  a  maximum  permissible  ERP  of 
45dbW/4  kc/s  in  the  horizontal  plane  and 
a  minimum  antenna  elevation  angle  of 
5°,  limits  should  be  placed  on  the  total 
power  radiated  by  the  earth  station’s 
main  beam.  They  stated  that  their 
studies  showed  that  interference  from 
the  main  beam  could  be  the  con¬ 
trolling  source  of  interference  to  ter¬ 
restrial  systems.  A.T.  ii  T.  suggested 
a  total  effective  power  of  one  mil¬ 
lion  kilowatts,  or  90dbW.  as  a  value 
“which  is  more  than  adequate  for  the 
economical  operation  of  any  reasonsd)le 
satellite  system  yet  proposed.”  This 
would  be  effected  by  adding  to  §  25.204 
(a)  a  limitation  specifying  that  the  mean 
ERP  in  the  main  beam  of  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion  antenna  shall  not  exceed  71dbW  in 
any  4  kc/s  band.  Ihese  overall  views 
derive  from  the  following  quotation  from 
the  A.T.  &  T.  comments. 

A  study  of  the  Space  EARC  (Geneva,  1963) 
method  of  computing  coordination  distance 
(paragraph  25.251)  Indicates  that  the  basic 
transmission  loss  via  the  path  In  the  horizon¬ 


tal  plane  may  not  always  be  the  controlling 
crltwlon  for  determining  the  coordination 
distance  between  an  earth  station  and  a  ter¬ 
restrial  station.  In  fact,  it  {q>pears  that  it  Is 
the  propagation  path  between  the  main  beam 
of  the  two  antennas  at  low  elevation  angles 
of  the  earth  station  antenna  that  will  usually 
determine  the  coordination  distance  for 
earth  station  configurations  most  likely  to 
be  encountered.  It  Is  concluded  from  this 
study  that  Section  25.204  paragraph  (a)  does 
not  adequately  specify  or  limit  earth  station 
power  few  coordination  purposes.  We  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  limit  on  power  radiated  from 
an  earth  station  be  specified  in  terms  of  (1) 
power  In  the  horizontal  plane,  and  (2)  power 
In  the  main  beam  to  provide  a  more  mean¬ 
ingful  calculation  of  the  coordination  dis¬ 
tance. 

21.  The  remaining  A.T.  &  T.  com¬ 
ments  were  devoted  to: 

(1)  Showing  that  with  a  narrow  beam 
antenna  with  its  beam  elevated  above  the 
horizon,  the  controlling  transmission 
path  may  be  via  the  common  volume 
occupied  by  the  two  antenna  beams 
rather  than  by  the  horizon  ray;  and 

(2)  The  consequential  additions  and 
changes  considered  necessary  to  §  25.251, 
if  one  accepted  the  premise  in  (1)  above, 
including  the  internationally  agreed 
tables  and  charts  associated  therewith. 

22.  The  comments  of  ITT  were  di¬ 
rected  solely  to  this  same  §  25.251. 
These  questioned  the  validity  of  using 
the  curves  contained  in  the  Commission’s 
proposal  and  suggested  changes  in  their 
application  to  the  calculation  of  coordi¬ 
nation  distances. 

23.  Cinnsat’s  r^ly  comments  rela¬ 
tive  to  A.T.  &  T.’s  proposal  to  Impose  a 
ceiling  of  -f-90dbW  on  the  total  ERP  in 
the  main  beam  of  an  earth  station  an¬ 
tenna  did  not  support  the  proposal. 
Comsat  pointed  out:  (1)  The  -|-90dbW 
limit  is  less  than  the  powers  of  existing 
earth  stations  which  will  participate  in 
the  HS-303  experimental/commercial 
commxmication-satellite  system  now  con¬ 
templated  or  the  powers  necessary  for 
systems  of  various  types  proposed  for  use 
in  a  global  system;  (2)  the  problem  of 
main  beam  interference  can  be  resolved 
only  through  analysis  of  data  from  a 
series  of  measurement  programs;  (3)  it 
is  questionable  whether  the  CCIR  propa¬ 
gation  data  cited  by  A.T.  &  T.  from  Re¬ 
port  244  of  Vol.  n  of  the  Xth  Plenary  As¬ 
sembly,  Geneva,  1963,  Is  applicable  to  an 
elevated  beam  situation;  (4)  the  CCIR 
has  not  adc^ted  a  coordination  proce¬ 
dure  based  on  elevated  main  beam  con¬ 
siderations;  and  (5)  the  19db  spreading 
factor  (90— 71=19db)  consider^  in  the 
A.T.  &  T.  proposal  relates  only  to  a  spe¬ 
cific  FDM-FM  system  occupidng  a  band 
of  approximately  300  kc/s,  which  may 
not  be  adequate  for  other  modulation 
methods. 

24.  The  Commission’s  conclusions  with 
respect  to  the  several  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  above  are  contained  in  the  ensu¬ 
ing  paragraphs,  in  the  same  order  in 
which  they  were  presented  earlier.  Be¬ 
fore  proceeding  to  specific  items,  how¬ 
ever,  it  appears  necessary  to  re-empha¬ 
size  two  general  premises  upon  which  our 
conclusions  are  based.  First,  coordina¬ 
tion  distance  contours  define  not  the 
areas  within  which  destructive  interfer¬ 
ence  will  necessarily  be  caused  or  ex¬ 
perienced  but  rather  the  areas  within 


which  some  existing  licensees  might 
cause  or  experience  interference  and 
within  which  all  prospective  licensees 
should  exercise  particular  caution  in  the 
engineering  of  new  stations  or  systems. 
Second,  the  Space  EARC  (Geneva,  1963) 
adopted  a  number  of  amendments  and 
additions  to  the  intematipnal  Radio 
Regulations  previously  adopted  by  the 
Administrative  Radio  Conference  (Gen¬ 
eva,  1959) .  Among  these  was  No.  492A, 
which  is  quoted  in  part,  as  follows: 

492A  S  3A.  (1)  Before  an  administration 
notifies  to  the  Board,  or  brings  Into  use 
any  frequency  assignment  to  a  station  In  the 
fixed  or  mobile  service,  whether  for  trans¬ 
mitting  or  receiving.  In  a  particular  band 
aUocated  with  equal  rights  to  the  space  serv¬ 
ice  and  the  fixed  or  mobile  service  In  the 
frequency  spectrum  between  one  and  ten 
Gc/s,  it  shall  effect  coordination  of  the 
assignment  with  any  other  administration 
which  has  previously  effected  coordination 
under  the  provisions  of  No.  639AO,  for  the 
establishment  of  an  earth  station.  If  the  pro¬ 
posed  station  In  the  fixed  or  mobile  service 
Is  to  be  located  within  the  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  of  the  earth  station,  and  the  necessary 
bandwldths  of  emission  of  the  station  con¬ 
cerned  in  the  space  service  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  station  concerned  In  the  fixed  or 
mobile  service  on  the  other,  are  separated 
by  less  than  six  Mc/s  •  •  • 

The  Commission’s  proposals  in  this 
proceeding  deliberately  omitted  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  mlnlmiun  separation  (such  as 
the  six  Mc/s  above)  between  the  band- 
widths  of  emission  of  stations  involved 
in  the  coordination  process.  Proposed 
S  21.706  states  in  part,  for  example: 

*  *  *  If  the  proposed  station  Is  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  In  the  band  3700-4200  Mc/s,  and  lies 
within  the  coordination  distance  contour  of  a 
receiving  earth  station,  the  application  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  showing  *  *  * 
Conversely,  If  the  proposed  station  Is  to  be 
operated  In  the  bsmd  5925-6425  Mc/s,  and 
lies  within  the  coordination  distance  con¬ 
tour  of  a  transmitting  earth  station  •  •  • 

Similarly,  §  25.203(c)  speaks  of  “the 
frequency  band  in  question”,  meaning 
3700-4200  Mc/s  or  5925-6425  Mc/s  as 
appropriate. 

25.  In  the  Commission’s  opinion,  it 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest,  for 
example,  to  permit  the  establishment  of 
an  earth  station  in  the  communication- 
satellite  service  in  an  area  where  fre¬ 
quency  congestion  due  to  existing  ter¬ 
restrial  systems  in  the  same  band  was 
such  that  little  more  than  the  initial 
frequency  requirements  of  such  an  earth 
station  could  be  accommodated.  Sim¬ 
ilarly,  it  would  not  appear  to  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  permit  terrestrial 
systems  to  be  installed  in  the  same  band 
in  the  same  area  as  an  existing  earth 
station  without  evaluating  carefully  the 
possible  future  requirements  of  each,  as 
well  as  the  initial  potential  mutual  in¬ 
terference  problem.  In  other  words,  the 
Commission  intends  to  proceed  cau¬ 
tiously  in  the  implementation  of  fre¬ 
quency  sharing  between  space  systems 
and  terrestrial  systems  until  a  better  ap¬ 
preciation  of  the  overall  subject  can  be 
attained  through  experience. 

Minimum  Angle  or  Elevation 

26.  There  is  considerable  merit  to 
many  of  the  comments  from  each  of  the 
parties  relating  to  the  minimum  angle 
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of  elevation.  The  problem  becomes  one 
of  weighing  all  the  arguments  and  ar¬ 
riving  at  an  equitable  arrangement  for 
each  of  the  sharing  services.  Because  of 
the  relatively  high  density  of  terrestrial 
systems  throughout  the  United  States  in 
both  the  3700-4200  and  5925-6425  Mc/s 
bands.  It  is  Important  to  limit  the  size  of 
areas  within  coordination  distance  of 
earth  stations  as  much  as  possible,  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  need  to  maintain  flexi¬ 
bility  In  the  establishment  of  a  commimi- 
cation-satellite  system.  This  end  can  be 
achieved  by  adoption  of  a  variation  on 
the  Commission’s  proposal  to  set  5°  as  a 
minimum  permissible  elevation  angle 
instead  of  the  internationally-agreed  3°. 
If  the  comments  of  Comsat  referred  to 
in  paragraph  6  above  are  considered  out 
of  context,  such  a  move  might  appear 
particularly  damaging  to  the  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service.  .However,  those 
figures  relate  only  to  a  given  orbital  con- 
flgiuation  and  a  given  number  of  satel¬ 
lites  and  the  35  percent  increase  in  out¬ 
age  time  represents  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  an  outage  probability  of  0.0026  for 
a  3*  minimum  angle  and  an  outage  prob¬ 
ability  of  0.0035  for  a  5°  minimum  angle. 
This  increase  of  0.0009  in  outage  time 
must  be  evaluated  in  the  light  of  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  coordination  area  on  the  order 
of  72  percent,  as  referred  to  by  A.T.  L  T. 
in  paragraph  5.  As  pointed  out  by  Com¬ 
sat  and  Hawaiian,  however,  there  is  no 
merit  in  imposing  elevation  limits  on 
paths  which  are  directed  seaward  and 
away  from  land  masses.  This  situation 
can  be  treated  by  adopting,  in  part,  the 
suggestions  made  by  Hawaiian  wherein 
the  minimum  angle  can  be  specifled  as 
a  function  of  azimuth  on  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion  license.  Also  in  response  to  Hawai¬ 
ian’s  suggestion,  the  rules  will  be  amend¬ 
ed  to  require  that  applications  flled  for 
earth  station  licenses  be  accompanied  by 
appropriate  earth  station  antenna  pat¬ 
terns.  With  respect  to  the  angle  of  ele¬ 
vation,  5°  is  being  adopted  as  the  normal 
minimum  angle.  However,  upon  special 
showing  of  need  by  the  applicant,  the 
Commission  will  give  consideration  to  the 
use  of  angles  between  3  and  5  degrees  for 
over-land  paths,  and  to  lower  angles  for 
over-water  paths,  as  a  function  of  azi¬ 
muth  in  each  case. 

Effxcttvk  Radiated  Power  in  the 
Horizontal  Plane 

27.  As  in  the  case  of  the  minimum  an¬ 
gle  of  elevation,  we  are  concerned  with 
the  problem  of  minimizing  the  area  of 
potential  interference  about  an  earth 
station,  consistent  with  the  need  to 
maintain  flexibility  in  the  establishment 
of  a  communication-satellite  system. 
On  the  basis  of  its  own  calculations,  the 
arguments  of  A.T.  &  T.  in  paragraphs  10 
and  12  above,  and  the  absence  of  persua¬ 
sive  arguments  to  the  contrary  by  Com¬ 
sat,  the  Commission  has  concluded  it 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  to  specify 
in  the  rules  that  the  mean  effective  radi¬ 
ated  power  employed  by  an  earth  station 
in  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  +45dbW  per  4  kc/s  of  bandwidth 
in  the  horlzont^  plane. 


Availability  or  Coordination  Distance 

INTORKATION 

28.  The  Commission  is  persuaded  that 
its  pr(v>06al  to  maintain  a  flle  of  earth 
station  coordination  distance  contour 
maps  in  Washington,  D.C.,  is  not  ade¬ 
quate,  in  and  of  itself,  to  meet  the  plan¬ 
ning  needs  of  terrestrial  system  (Hierators 
whose  home  offices  are  well  removed 
from  Washington,  D.C.  Accordingly, 
future  public  notices  of  earth  station  ap¬ 
plications  accepted  for  filing  will  contain 
sufficient  detailed  information  to  permit 
interested  parties  to  make  at  least  pre¬ 
liminary  determinations  as  to  the  prob¬ 
ability  of  harmful  interference.  This  in¬ 
formation,  however,  will  be  helpful  only 
to  licensees  of  systems  in  being  or  pro¬ 
spective  applicants  well  advanced  in  their 
planning.  Therefore,  for  the  beneflt  of 
future  licensees.  Part  21  will  be  amended 
to  list  general  information  relative  to 
earth  stations  in  the  bands  3700-4200 
and  5925-6425  Mc/s.  Additionally,  upon 
request,  the  Cimimlssion  will  undertake 
to  supply  licensees  or  prospective  licens¬ 
ees  of  point-to-point  microwave  stations 
with  detailed  information  relative  to  ex¬ 
isting  or  proposed  earth  stations  if,  in 
the  Commission’s  opinion,  such  terres¬ 
trial  stations  lie  within  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  of  the  earth  station  in  question. 

29.  'The  Commission  recognizes  that 
there  is  frequently  much  to  be  gained  by 
direct  negotiation  between  interested 
parties  and  does  not  agree  with  Com¬ 
sat  that  such  negotiations  would  place 
administration  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
in  the  hands  of  such  parties  rather  than 
with  the  Commission.  However,  such 
negotiations  should  be  permissive  rather 
than  mandatory  and  as  such  need  not  be 
dealt  with  in  the  rules.  Adequate  pro¬ 
cedures  will  be  specifled  in  the  rules  for 
the  resolution  of  inter-service  interfer¬ 
ence  problems. 

Coordination  in  the  Band  2110-2120 
Mc/s 

30.  The  Commission  believes  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  adopting  the 
suggestion  of  A.T.  &  T.  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  16  above  and  §  21.701(g)  is  being 
amended  to  indicate  that  frequencies  in 
the  band  2110-2120'  Mc/s  may  be  made 
available  on  a  case-by-case  basis  for  tele¬ 
command  transmissions  by  space  re¬ 
search  earth  stations  engaged  in  deep 
space  research.  Additionally,  §  21.706  is 
being  amended  to  reflect  the  need  for  co¬ 
ordination  in  that  band. 

Frequency  Bands  for  Telecommand, 
Telemetering  and  Tracking 

31.  Although  the  Commission  is  not 
aware  of  any  plans  by  non-Ck)vernment 
entities  to  use  the  band  1427-1429  Mc/s 
for  space  telecommand  or  the  band  1525- 
1540  Mc/s  for  space  telemetering  and 
tracking  in  the  communication-satellite 
service,  the  bands  are  available  interna¬ 
tionally  for  those  purposes.  The  Com¬ 
mission  agrees  with  A.T.  &  T.  that  their 
availability  should  be  reflected  in  the 
rules  and  S  25.202  (b) ,  (c) ,  and  (d)  have 
been  modifled  accordingly. 


Hearing  Procedures  for  Conflicting 
Applications 

32.  As  reflected  in  paragraph  18  above, 
the  Commission’s  proposal  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  did  not  specify  hearing  proce¬ 
dures  for  conflicting  applications  wlOiin 
Part  25  lor  the  reason  that  the  policy 
and  procedures  relating  to  earth  station 
ownership  and  operation  are  under  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Commission  in  a  sep¬ 
arate  proceeding,  to  wit:  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  or  Formulation  of 
(General  Policy,  Docket  15735.  There¬ 
fore  procedures  for  hearings  and  the 
flllng  of  applications  will  be  the  subject 
of  sepcuute  proceedings  and  are  not 
treated  in  this  docket.  However,  Part 
21  has  been  amended  to  ensure  inclusion 
of  the  inter-service  problem  since  that 
Part  is  written  in  very  specific  terms  with 
respect  to  hearing  procedures.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  because  of  the  long  lead-time 
involved  in  the  planning,  design  and  con¬ 
struction  of  earth  station  facilities  and 
the  requirement  for  close  coordination  in 
developing  a  workable  pattern  of  inter¬ 
service  sharing,  the  Commission  will  give 
consideration  to  long-range  planning  by 
the  contestants  in  resolving  inter-service 
conflicts.  Part  21  has  been  amended  to 
reflect  this  point  also.  Additionally,  as 
stated  in  the  amended  §  21.26(b)  herein, 
the  Commission  will  observe  a  policy  of 
giving  consideration  to  planned  expan¬ 
sion  of  existing  stations  under  Parts  21 
and  25  in  the  shared  bands  3700-4200 
and  5925-6425  Mc/s. 

Calculation  of  Coordination  Distance 

33.  Paragraphs  20,  21,  and  22  set  forth 
proposals  by  A.T.  b  T.  and  ITT  for  sub¬ 
stantive  changes  in  the  method  of  cal¬ 
culating  coordination  distance  and.  on 
the  part  of  A.T.  b  T.,  a  proposal  to  im¬ 
pose  limits  on  the  total  effective  radiated 
power  in  the  main  beam  of  earth  station 
antennas.  Without  going  into  the 
merits  of  the  suggestions  for  changing 
the  method  of  calculating  coordination 
distances  we  are  rejecting  them  at  this 
time  for  the  practical  reason  that  the 
United  States  is  committed  internation¬ 
ally  through  its  treaty  obligations  to  cal¬ 
culating  coordination  distance  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  §  25.251.  Admit¬ 
tedly.  we  could  adopt  different  proce¬ 
dures  for  purely  national  application  but 
in  any  in^nce  where  an  earth  station 
was  within  coordination  distance  of  a 
national  border,  as  calculated  by  inter¬ 
nationally-agreed  criteria,  we  would  be 
duty  bound  to  comply  with  the  interna¬ 
tional  procedure.  We  are  not  persuaded 
that  there  is  merit  to  adopting  two 
differing  sets  of  criteria  in  this  Instance. 
Additionally,  the  coordination  distance 
calculation  procedure  is  the  joint  work 
of  experts  in  the  space  and  terrestrial 
microwave  fields  p«ui^icipating  in  the 
work  of  the  International  Radio  Con¬ 
sultative  Committee  (CCIR)  of  the 
International  Telecommunication  Union 
(ITU)  which  adopted  the  procedure  at 
its  Xth  Plenary  Assembly.  (Geneva,  1963 
in  Report  209  and  Recommendation  359. 
The  procedure  was  adopted  subsequently 
for  inclusion  in  the  international  Radio 
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Regulations  by  the  Space  EARC,  Geneva, 
October-November  1963.  The  U.S.  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Study  Group  IV,  made  up  of 
Government  and  industry  representa¬ 
tives,  re-examined  the  content  of  Report 
209  and  Recommendation  359  in  prepar- 
ing  for  the  Interim  Meeting  of  CCIR 
Study  Group  IV  and  Study  Grovy?  IX 
recently  concluded  (February-March)  in 
Monaco  and  recommended  no  change  in 
the  procedure.  To  our  knowledge,  no 
experimental  data  have  been  collected 
which  would  warrant  a  change. 

34.  For  the  reason  cited,  and  in  light 
of  the  arguments  by  COMSAT  in  para¬ 
graph  23  above,  we  are  rejecting  the 
proposals  to  mo^y  the  method  of  cal¬ 
culating  coordination  distance  and  the 
proposal  to  impose  a  ceiling  on  the  total 
ERP  in  the  main  beam  of  earth  station 
antennas.  These  matters  will  be  re¬ 
viewed  in  the  future  in  the  light  of  ex¬ 
perimental  and  operational  data  not  now 
available  to  determine  if  changes  are 
warranted. 

35.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  that  effective  July  1,  1965,  Parts  21 
and  25  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  are 
amended  as  set  forth  in  the  Appendices 
hereto. 

36.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
proceedings  in  Docket  No.  15723  are 
hereby  terminated. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47 
U.S.C.  154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48 
Stat.  1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Adopted;  May  19, 1965. 

Released:  May  20,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is 
amended  as  follows : 

1.  Section  21.1  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  definitions  in  the 
proper  alphabetical  sequence: 

§  21.1  Definitions. 

*  •  •  •  # 

Coordination  distance.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  Part,  the  expression  “coordi¬ 
nation  distance’’  means  the  distance 
from  an  earth  station,  within  which  there 
is  a  possibility  of  the  use  of  a  given  trans¬ 
mitting  frequency  at  this  earth  station 
causing  harmful  interference  to  stations 
in  the  fixed  or  mobile  service,  sharing  the 
same  band,  or  of  the  use  of  a  given  fre¬ 
quency  for  reception  at  this  earth  station 
receiving  harmful  interference  from  such 
stations  in  the  fixed  or  mobile  service. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Earth  station.  A  station  in  the  space 
service  located  either  on  the  earth’s  sur¬ 
face,  including  on  board  a  ship,  or  on 
board  an  aircraft. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 
point. 

•  •  •  •  • 


Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  while  in  motion  or 
during  halts  at  un^>eclfied  points. 

•  *•••. 

2.  Section  21.26(b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  21.26  Grants  without  a  hearing. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  In  making  its  determinations  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  Commission  will  not 
consider  any  other  application,  or  any 
other  application  amended  so  as  to  con¬ 
stitute  a  major  change  therein  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  S  21.33) ,  as  being  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  with  the  application  \mder  con- 
sideratimi  unless  such  other  application 
was  substantially  cmnplete  and  filed  with 
the  Commission  by  the  close  of  business 
one  business  day  preceding  the  day  on 
which  the  Commission  takes  action  with 
respect  to  the  application  under  consid¬ 
eration.  An  application  filed  after  the 
date  specified  herein  will  be  disposed  of 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  21.24(d) .  As  an  exception,  however,  in 
dealing  with  the  frequency  bands  3700- 
4200  and  5925-6425  Mc/s,  which  are 
shared  on  a  co-equal,  primary  basis  by 
the  Poizrt-to-Point  Microwave  Radio 
Service  under  this  part  and  the  Com¬ 
munication-Satellite  Service  under  Part 
25,  the  CkHximission  may  consider 
planned  future  expansion  of  existing 
communication-satellite  earth  stations 
as  being  mutually  exclusive  with  the 
application  imder  consideration  if 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  £u:tion  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  application  imder  consid¬ 
eration.  To  qualify  for  such  mutual 
consideration  the  earth  station  must  lie 
within  coordination  distance  of  the  site 
of  the  point-to-point  station  in  question 
and  the  earth  station  licensee  must  be 
able  to  document  his  planned  expansion 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commission. 
Reciprocal  treatment  shall  be  afforded 
stations  in  the  Point-to-Point  Microwave 
Radio  Service  in  Part  25  of  this  chapter. 
•  •  •  •  « 

3.  Section  21.107(b)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  21.107  Transmitter  power. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  The  rated  power  output  of  a  trans¬ 
mitter  employed  in  these  radio  services 
shall  not  exceed  the  values  shown  in  the 
following  tabulation: 


Rated 

power 

Frequency  range:  output 

Below  30  Mc/8 _ 50  watts. 

30  to  50  Mc/s - -  360  watts. 

50  to  76  Mc/s _ 50  watts. 

76  to  5<X)  Mc/s _  250  watts. 

500  to  10,000  Mc/s _ 100  watts.' 

Above  10,000  Mc/s _ Unlimited. 


‘  1  As  an  exception.  In  tbe  band  5925-6426 
Mc/s,  tbe  power  delivered  by  a  transmitter  to 
the  antenna  of  a  station  In  tbe  fixed  service 
sbaU  not  exceed  20  watts.  Additionally,  In 
this  band,  tbe  maximum  effective  radiated 
power  of  the  transmitter  and  associated  an¬ 
tenna  of  a  station  In  the  fixed  service  shall 


not  exceed  4-&S  dbw.  These  limitations  are 
necessary  to  minimize  the  probabUity  of 
harmful  Interference  to  reception  In  this 
band  on  board  communication-satellite  space 
stations. 

•  •  «  •  • 

4.  In  9  21.204,  the  Note  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  21.204  FCC  publications  required  for 
reference. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Note:  It  Is  suggested  that  tbe  following 
additional  documents  be  obtained  from  the 
Ctovemment  Printing  Office  and  maintained 
for  reference: 

(1)  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

(2)  Ftot  1  of  this  chapter.  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(3)  Part  2  of  this  chapter.  Frequency  Al¬ 
locations  and  Radio  Treaty  Matters;  Oeneral 
Rules  and  Regulations. 

(4)  Part  13  of  this  chapter.  Commercial 
Radio  Operators. 

(5)  Part  17  of  this  chapter.  Construction, 
Marking,  and  Lighting  of  Antenna  Struc¬ 
tures. 

(6)  Part  25  of  this  chapter.  Satellite  Com¬ 
munications. 

(7)  Part  42  of  this  chapter.  Preservation 
of  Records  of  Communication  Common 
Carriers. 

(8)  Part  61  of  this  chapter.  Tariffs. 

(9)  Part  63  of  this  chapter.  Extension  of 
Lines  and  Discontinuance  of  Service  by 
Carriers. 

5.  Section  21.701(a)  and  21.701(g)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.701  Frequencies. 

(a)  (1)  The  following  frequency  bands 
are  'available  for  assignment  to  radio 
stations  in  this  service  on  a  shared  basis 
with  stations  in  tlje  Communication- 
Satellite  Service  and  the  Local  Television 
’Transmission  Service : 

3700-4200  Mc/s 
5925-6425  Mc/s ' 

'  This  band  Is  not  available  for  assignment 
to  mobUe  earth  stations. 

(2)  'The  following  frequency  band  is 
available  for  assignment  to  radio  sta¬ 
tions  in  this  service  on  a  shared  basis 
with  the  Local  Television  ’Transmission 
Service: 

10700-11700  Mc/s 

•  *  •  *  • 

(g)  On  a  shared  basis  with  other  com¬ 
mon  carrier  fixed,  international  control 
and  operational  fixed  radio  services,  fre¬ 
quencies  in  the  band  2110-2200  Mc/s 
are  available  for  radio  stations  in  this 
service.  Television  transmission  in  this 
band  is  not  authorized.  Additionally, 
frequencies  in  the  band  2110-2120  Mc/s 
may  be  authorized  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  to  Government  or  non-Govemment 
space  research  earth  stations  for  tele¬ 
command  purpo^  in  connection  with 
deep  space  research. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Sections  21.706  (c)  and  (d)  are 
added  to  read  as  follows; 

§  21.706  SupplemenUry  skowing  re¬ 
quired  with  applicuSioBs. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Part  25  of  this  chapter  sets  forth 
the  procedure  for  calculating  “coordlna- 
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tion  distance”  In  the  bands  shared  on  an 
equal  basis  by  this  service  and  the  Com¬ 
munication-Satellite  Service.  This  is 
the  distance:  (1)  Within  which  an  earth 
station  transmitter  might  cause  harmful 
interference  to  stations  in  this  service; 
and  (2)  within  which  stations  in  this 
service  might  cause  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  reception  at  earth  stations.  By 
international  agreement,  if  the  trans¬ 
mitting  or  receiving  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  contours  drawn  about  a  proposed 
earth  station  of  one  country  overlap  the 
boundary  of  another  country,  the  first 
country  is  required  to  provide  the  second 
with  maps  showing  the  transmitting  and 
receiving  contours  to  determine  if  harm¬ 
ful  interference  might  be  caused  by  or 
to  the  proposed  earth  station.  Once 
agreement  is  reached,  neither  country 
will  alter  its  station  assignment  pattern 
in  the  area  concerned,  in  a  manner  ca¬ 
pable  of  degrading  the  agreed  usage  of 
the  other  country  without  further  con¬ 
sultation  with  that  country.  Similarly, 
pursuant  to  Part  25,  licensees  of  earth 
stations  in  the  Communication-Satellite 
Service  are  required  to  file  with  the 
Commlssimi,  characteristics  of  the  an- 
tena(s)  to  be  used,  and  maps  showing 
coordination  distance  contours  for  such 
earth  stations  for  both  the  earth-to- 
satelllte  and  satelllte-to-earth  bands.  All 
such  antenna  characteristics  and  con¬ 
tour  maps  shall  be  kept  on  file  for  public 
inspection  In  the  offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Common  Carrier  Bureau  in 
Washington,  D.C.  Additionally,  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  determining  the  probability  of 


available  to  the  Point-to-Point  Micro- 
wave  Radio  Service.  The  figure  shown  in 
column  4  represents  the  maximum  co¬ 
ordination  distance  calculated  along  any 
radial  from  the  earth  station,  on  an 
over-land  path.  It  does  not  refiect  the 
effects  of  possible  terrain  shielding  along 
other  ratals  nor  the  greater  distance 
resulting  from  calculation  for  an  over¬ 
water  path  or  a  mixed  path.  Used  as  the 
radius  of  a  circle  centered  on  the  earth 
station,  it  will  permit  preliminary  deter¬ 


mination  of  the  need  for  coordination 
in  compliance  with  §  21.706(c).  Pro¬ 
posed  stations  within  the  circle,  and  in 
the  same  frequency  band,  may  be  within 
coordination  distance  of  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion.  Applicants  for  siich  stations,  upon 
request,  will  be  supplied  with  copies  of 
coordination  distance  contour  maps  and 
other  pertinent  technical  data,  to  permit 
a  detailed  analysis  of  the  interference 
potential. 

(1)  Transmitting  earth  stations — 


Maximum 

station  location 

Oeograpbical  coordinates 

Band  (Mc/s) 

coordinates 
district 
(station  miles) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

44®37'«>"  N.,  70“41'62"  W . 

6026-0426 

180 

Ooldaton'e,  Calif _ _ 

35®23'20"  N.,  11«®«)'83"  W . 

44'’n'24"  N.,  M'WOO"  W . 

2110-2120 

376 

Mill  Village,  Nova  Scotia,  Canada . . 

6026-0426 

300 

(2)  Receiving  earth  staticms — 


Station  location 

Geographical  coordinates 

Band  (Mc/s) 

Maximum 

coordinates 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

district 
(station  miles) 

(4) 

Andover,  Maine . . 

44»37'60"  N„  70‘’41'82"  W . 

3709-4200 

130 

satellite  and  satellite-to-earth  bands.  All  7,  Section  21.708(a)(7)  is  added  to 

.such  antenna  characteristics  and  con-  resid  as  follows: 

tour  maps  shall  be  kept  on  file  for  public  „  -x.  .  , 

inspection  in  the  offices  of  the  Commls-  »  21.708  Notification  of  station  opera- 

sion’s  Common  Carrier  Bureau  in  **®**  **  temporary  fixed  loeations. 

Washington,  D.C.  Additionally,  for  pur-  (a)  *  *  * 

poses  of  determining  the  probability  of  (7)  A  notification  of  operations  to  be 
interference,  copies  of  these  maps  will  be  conducted  within  the  coordination  dls- 


made  available,  upon  request,  to  licensees 
or  prospective  licensees  of  terrestrial 
stations  within  coordination  distance  of 
an  earth  station  for  which  general  de¬ 
tails  are  set  forth  in  {  21.706(d).  There¬ 
fore.  each  applicant  filing  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  ascer¬ 
tain  in  advance  of  such  filing  if  the 
location  of  the  proposed  station  lies  with¬ 
in  the  pertinent  coordination  distance 


tance  contoxirs  of  a  fixed  earth  station 
shall  Include  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  2^. 706(c). 

•  •  •  •  • 

8.  Section  21.801(f)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  21.809  Stations  affected  by  coHirdina- 
tion  distance  procedures. 

Each  application  for  initial  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  radio  station  in  this  service,  or 
for  installation  of  additional  transmit¬ 
ters,  or  for  authority  to  communicate 
with  new  points,  shall  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  S  21.706(c) . 

Part  25  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is 
amended  by  adding  new  Subpart  C,  as 
follows: 

Subpart  C — ^T«<hnical  Standards 


AVIIUWO.  ggg 

§21.801  Frequencies.'  25J01  Definitions. 

26.202  Frequencies. 

*****  25.203  Choice  of  sites  and  frequencies. 

(f)(1)  Frequencies  in  the  following  25.204  Power  limits. 


contour  of  an  earth  station  on  file  with  bands  are  available  for  assignment  to  25.206  Minimum  angle  of  antenna  eieva- 
the  Commission.  Since  earth  stations  television  STL  stations  in  thia  service  tion. 

will  be  receiving  only  in  the  bend  3700-  on  a  shared  basis  with  stations  in  the  station  identification. 

4200  Mc/s  and  trans^t^  only  in  t^  Communication-Satellite  Service  and 

bands  2110—2120  and  5925—6425  Mc/S,  the  Polnt-tn-Pnint  Mlrrowtive  Rjidln  ^-208  Power  fiux  density  limits. 

appUcants  wUl  be  guided  accordingly,  se^lce:  Microwave  Radio  26J!61  Pr^ed^  for  caicuiatic 


applicants  will  be  guided  accordingly. 
If  the  proposed  station  is  to  be  iterated 
in  the  band  3700-4200  Mc/s,  and  lies 
within  the  coordination  distance  contour 
of  a  receiving  earth  station,  the  applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  state- 


3700-4200  Mc/s 

5925-6425  Mc/s 

(2)  The  following  frequency  band  is 
available  for  assignment  to  television 


ment  showing  that  antenna  directivity,  STL  stations  in  this  service  on  a  shared 
power,  terrain  shielding  and/or  other  basis  with  stations  in  the  Point-to-Point 
mitigating  factors  are  such  that  harmful  Microwave  Radio  Service: 
interference  wlU  not  caused  to  io7oo-ii70o  mc/s 

lion  at  the  earth  station,  on  the  basis 

of  criteria  set  forth  in  Sutipart  C  of  Part  9.  Section  21.807(a)(5)  is  added  to 
25.  C<»iversely,  if  the  proposed  station  read  as  follows: 

§21.807  Stations  at  temporary  fixed 
or  5925-6425  Mc/s,  and  lies  within  the  locations, 

coordination  distance  contour  of  a  trans-  ,  v  ,  ,  * 
mitting  earth  station,  the  application  „  x. 

shall  be  accompanied  by  a  similar  state*  Applications  for  such  stations 

ment  showing  that  harmful  interference  comply  with  the  provisions  of 

will  not  be  caused  to  reception  at  the  ^  21.706(c) . 

applicant’s  station  in  this  service.  •  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Earth  stations  listed  herein  oper-  10.  A  new  9  21.809  is  added,  to  read  as 
ate  in  frequency  bands  which  also  are  follows: 


26.251  Procedure  for  calciilating  coordina¬ 
tion  distance. 

Authoritt:  Tbe  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
C  issued  under  sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  47  n.S.C.  164.  Interprets  or  iqiplles  sec. 
303,  48  Stat.  1082,  as  amended:  47  U.S.C.  308. 

Subpart  C — Technical  Standards 

§  25.201  Definitions. 


io/ou-ii/ooMc/s  Active  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 

9.  Section  21.807(a)  (5)  is  added  to  carrying  a  station  intended  to  transmit 
read  as  follows:  or  re-transmit  radiocommunication 

sifiiii&ls 

§  21.807  Stations  at  temporary  fixed  Communication-sateUite  earth  station. 
locauons.  ^  earth  station  in  the  communication- 

(a)  •  •  •  satellite  service. 

(5)  Applications  for  such  stations  Communication-satellite  service.  A 
all  comply  with  the  provisions  of  space  service: 


(5)  Applications  for  such  stations 
shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
9  21.706(c). 


10.  A  new  9  21.809  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 


— between  earth  stations,  when  using 
active  or  passive  satellites  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  communications  of  the  fixed 
or  mobile  service,  or 
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— between  an  earth  station  and  stations 
on  active  satellites  for  the  exchange  of 
communications  of  the  mobile  service, 
with  a  view  to  their  re-transmission  to 
or  from  stations  in  the  mobile  service. 

Communication-sateUite  space  station. 

A  space  station  in  the  communication- 
satellite  service,  on  an  earth  satellite. 

Coordination  distance.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Part,  the  expression  “co¬ 
ordination  distance”  means  the  distance 
from  an  earth  station,  within  which 
there  is  a  possibility  of  the  use  of  a 
given  transmitting  frequency  at  this 
earth  station  causing  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  stations  in  the  fixed  or  mobile 
service,  sharing  the  same  band,  or  of  the 
use  of  a  given  frequency  for  reception  at 
this  earth  station  receiving  harmful  In¬ 
terference  from  such  stations  in  the  fixed 
or  mobile  service. 

Earth  station.  A  station  in  the  space 
service  located  either  on  the  earth’s  sur¬ 
face,  including  on  board  a  ship,  or  on 
board  an  aircraft. 

Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
Intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 
point. 

Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  sta¬ 
tion  intended  to  be  used  while  In  motion 
or  during  halts  at  unspecified  points. 

Passive  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
Intended  to  transmit  radio  communica¬ 
tion  signals  by  reflection. 

Space  service.  A  radiocommunication 
service: 

— between  earth  stations  and  space  sta¬ 
tions, 

— or  between  space  stations. 

— or  between  earth  stations  when  the 
signals  are  re-transmitted  by  space 
stations,  or  transmitted  by  reflection 
from  objects  in  space  excluding  re¬ 
flection  or  scattering  by  the  ionosphere 
or  within  the  earth’s  atmosphere. 

Space  station.  A  station  in  the  space 
service  located  on  an  object  which  is 
beyond,  is  intended  to  go  beyond,  or  has 
been  beyond,  the  major  portion  of  the 
earth’s  atmosphere. 

Space  telecommand.  The  use  of  radio¬ 
communication  for  the  transmission  of 
signals  to  a  space  station  to  initiate, 
modify  or  terminate  function  of  the 
equipment  on  a  space  object,  including 
the  space  station. 

Space  telemetering.  The  use  of  telem¬ 
etering  for  the  transmission  from  a 
space  station  of  results  of  measurements 
made  in  a  spacecraft,  including  those  re¬ 
lating  to  the  functioning  of  the  space¬ 
craft. 

Space  tracking.  Determination  of  the 
orbit,  velocity  or  Instantaneous  position 
of  an  object  in  space  by  means  of  radio- 
determination,  excluding  primary  radar, 
for  the  purpose  of  following  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  object. 

Stationary  satellite.  A  satellite,  the 
circular  orbit  of  which  lies  in  the  plane 
of  the  earth’s  equator  and  which  turns 
about  the  polar  axis  of  the  Earth  in  the 
same  direction  and  with  the  same  period 
as  those  of  the  earth’s  rotation. 

Terrestrial  service.  Any  radio  service 
defined  in  this  Chapter,  other  than  a 
space  service  or  the  radio  astronomy 
service. 

Terrestrial  station.  A  station  in  a 
terrestrial  service. 


§  25.202  Freqnencies. 

(a)  ’The  following  frequency  bands  are 
avsdlable.for  use  by  the  communication- 
satellite  service  on  a  shared  basis  with 
terrestrial  radio  services.  Precise  fre¬ 
quencies  and  bmidwldths  of  emission  will 
be  assigned  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

Satellite-to-earth  Earth-to-aatellite 

37-4200  Mc/si*  5925-6425  Mc/8»*« 

7250-7750  Mc/s  »  *  7900-6400  Mc/s  ^  » 

•  'The  ultimate  disposition  of  these  bands 
as  between  Government  and  non-Oovern- 
ment  services  for  space  radlocommunlcatlon 
will  be  the  subject  of  separate  nile-maklng. 

*  This  band  may  also  be  iised  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  tracking  and  telemetering  sig¬ 
nals  associated  with  communication-satellite 
space  stations  operating  In  the  same  band. 

*  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  telecommand  signals  associated 
with  communication-satellite  earth  stations 
operating  In  the  same  band. 

*  This  band  is  not  available  for  assignment 
to  mobile  earth  stations. 

(b)  The  following  frequencies  or  bands 
of  frequencies  are  available  for  space 
telecommand  functions  in  conjunction 
with  the  communication-satellite  serv¬ 
ice.  Unless  specified,  precise  frequencies 
and  associated  bandwidths  of  anission 
will  be  assigned  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 
14826  Mc/s — maximum  occupied  bandwidth 

not  to  exceed  30  kc/s. 

154.2  Mc/s — maximum  occupied  bandwidth 
not  to  exceed  30  kc/s. 

450.0  Mc/s — maxlmiim  occupied  bandwidth 
not  to  exceed  0.5  Mc/s. 

1427-1426  Mc/s. 

(c)  The  following  frequency  bands 
are  available  for  telemetering  from  com¬ 
munication-satellite  space  stations.  Pre¬ 
cise  frequencies  and  associated  band- 
widths  of  emission  will  be  assigned  on  a 
case-by-case  basis. 

136- 137  Mc/s ' 

137- 138  Mc/s 
400.05-401  Mc/s  ' 

401-402  Mc/s 
1526-1540  Mc/s 

'This  band  is  basically  a  space  research 
band  and  is  not  Intended  for  use  by  opera¬ 
tional  communication-satellite  systems  once 
the  desired  spacecraft  orbit  is  established. 

(d)  The  following  frequency  bands  are 
available  for  transmission  from  space¬ 
craft  for  the  tracking  of  communication- 
satellite  space  stations.  Precise  frequen¬ 
cies  and  associated  bandwidths  of  emis¬ 
sion  will  be  assigned  on  a  case-by-case 
basis. 

136- 137  Mc/s ' 

137- 138  Mc/s 
400.05-401  Mc/s  ' 

1525-1540  Mc/s 

'  This  band  is  basically  a  space  research 
band  and  Is  not  Intended  for  use  by  opera¬ 
tional  communication-satellite  systems  once 
the  desired  spacecraft  orbit  Is  established. 

§  25.203  Choice  of  sites  and  frequencies. 

(a)  Sites  and  frequencies  for  earth 
stations,  operating  in  frequency  bands 
shared  with  equal  rights  between  ter¬ 
restrial  and  space  services,  shall  be  se¬ 
lected,  to  the  extent  practicable,  in  areas 
where  the  surroimding  terrain  and  ex¬ 
isting  frequency  usage  are  such  as  to 
minimize  the  possibility  of  harmful  in¬ 
terference  between  the  sharing  services. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  an  earth  station 
authorization  shall  calculate  the  coordi¬ 
nation  distance  for  the  proposed  station 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  §  25.251,  and  submit  with  his 


application  a  map  drawn  to  appropriate 
scale  indicating  the  location  of  the  earth 
station  and  the  coordination  distances 
from  the  earth  station,  for  both  trans¬ 
mission  and  recepticm  by  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion,  as  a  function  of  azimuth.  The  co¬ 
ordination  distance  for  earth  station 
reception  shall  be  based  on  a  power 
range  of  0  to  55  dbW  in  increments  of 
not  more  than  10  db.  The  applicant 
shall  also  submit  the  mechanical  and 
electrical  charaoterlabics  of  the  earth 
station  antenna(s)  upon  which  the  co¬ 
ordination  distance  calculations  are 
based. 

(c)  An  applicant  for  an  earth  station 
authorization  shall  also  make  a  showing, 
accompanied  by  supporting  data  and  cal¬ 
culations,  that  existing  stations  operat¬ 
ing  within  the  frequency  band  in  ques¬ 
tion  and  those  for  which  construction 
permits  have  been  issued,  and  located 
within  the  pertinent  calculated  coordi¬ 
nation  distance  contours  of  the  proposed 
earth  station,  will  not  be  subject^  to 
harmful  Inteiierence  from  earth  station 
transmissions  and  will  not  cause  harm¬ 
ful  interference  to  reception  at  the  earth 
station. 

§  25.204  Power  limils. 

(a)  Within  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s 
the  mean  effective  radiated  power  trans¬ 
mitted  in  any  direction  in  the  horizontal 
plane  by  a  communication-satellite  earth 
station  shall  not  exceed  -|-45  dbW  in  any 
4  kc/s  band. 

(b)  Within  the  band  7900-8400  Mc/s. 
in  order  to  provide  a  capability  for  both 
active  and  passive  communication-satel¬ 
lite  systems,  the  mean  effective  radiated 
power  transmitted  In  any  direction  in  the 
horizontal  plane  by  a  communication- 
satellite  earth  station  shsJl  not  exceed 
-1-55  dbW  in  any  4  kc/s  band  except  upon 
a  showing  of  need  for  greater  power,  in 
which  case  a  maximum  of  -1-65  dbW  may 
be  authorised,  consistent  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  In  any  direction  where  the  dis¬ 
tance  from  a  communication-satellite 
earth  station  operating  in  the  band  7900- 
8400  Mc/s  to  the  boundary  of  the  terri¬ 
tory  of  another  administration  exceeds 
400  km,  the  limit  of  -|-55  dbW  in  any 

4  kc/s  band  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  may  be  increased  in  that  direc¬ 
tion  by  2  db  for  each  100  km  in  excess 
of  400  km  up  to  a  maximum  of  -|-65  dbW. 

(d)  If,  in  any  direction  from  a  pro¬ 
posed  communication-satellite  earth  sta¬ 
tion,  the  distance  to  the  boundary  of  the 
territory  of  another  administration  is 
less  than  the  coordination  distance  as 
calculated  in  §  25.251,  the  Commission 
will  initiate  discussions  in  the  technical 
aspects  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Note:  For  the  purposes  of  this  part,  the 
effective  radiated  power  transmitted  In  the 
horizontal  plane  shall  be  taken  to  mean  the 
ICRP  actually  transmitted  toward  the  horizon, 
reduced  by  the  site  shielding  factor  that  may 
be  applicable.  The  value  of  site  shielding 
factor  shall  be  determined  as  Indicated  In 

5  25.251(e). 

§  25.205  Minimum  angle  of  antenna 
elevation. 

(a)  Within  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s, 
earth  station  antennas  shall  not  nor¬ 
mally  be  authorized  for  transmission  at 
elevation  angles  less  than  5°,  measured 
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from  the  horizontal  plane  to  the  central 
axis  of  the  main  lobe.  However,  upon  a 
showing  that  the  transmission  path  will 
be  seaward  and  away  from  land  masses 
or  upon  special  showing  of  need  for  lower 
angles  by  the  applicant,  the  Commission 
will  consider  authorizing  transmissions 
at  angles  between  3*  and  5°  In  the  per¬ 
tinent  directions.  In  certain  instances 
it  may  be  necessary  to  specify  minimum 
angles  greater  than  5*  because  of  Inter¬ 
ference  considerations. 

(b)  Within  the  band  7900-8400  Mc/s, 
earth  station  anteimas  shall  not  be  em¬ 
ployed  for  transmission  at  elevation  an¬ 
gles  less  than  3”,  measured  from  the 
horizontal  plsme  to  the  central  axis  of 
the  main  lobe. 

§  25.206  Station  identification. 

(a)  The  requirement  for  transmission 
of  station  Identification  Is  waived  for 
communication-satellite  earth  stations 
and  for  stations  the  sole  function  of 
which  Is  to  transmit  telecommand  signals 
to  communication-satellite  space  sta¬ 
tions. 

(b)  The  requirement  for  transmission 
of  station  Identification  Is  waived  for 
communication-satellite  space  stations 
but  applicants  therefor  shall  file  ephem- 
erls  data  and  descriptions  of  transmis¬ 
sion  characteristics  to  be  used  ir  lieu  of 
identifying  call  signs. 

§  25.207  Cessation  of  emissions. 

Space  stations  shall  be  made  capable 
of  ceasing  radio  emissions  by  the  use  of 
appropriate  devices  (battery  life,  timing 
devices,  ground  command,  etc.)  that  will 
ensure  definite  cessation  of  emissions. 

§  25.208  Power  flux  density  limits. 

(a)  The  total  power  fiux  density  at 
the  earth’s  surface,  produced  by  an  emis¬ 
sion  from  a  communication-satellite 
space  station,  where  wlde-deviation  fre¬ 
quency  (or  phase)  modulation  Is  used, 
shall  In  no  case  exceed  —130  dbW/m’ 
for  all  angles  of  arrival.  In  addition, 
such  signals  shall  if  necessary  be  con¬ 
tinuously  modulated  by  a  suitable  wave¬ 
form,  so  that  the  power  flux  density  shall 
in  no  case  exceed  —149  dbW/m*  in  any 
4  kc/s  band  for  all  angles  of  arrival. 

(b)  The  power  flux  density  at  the 
earth’s  surface,  produced  by  an  emission 
from  a  communication-satellite  space 
station,  where  modulation  other  than 
wlde-deviatlon  frequency  (or  phase) 
modulation  is  used,  shall  in  no  case  ex¬ 
ceed  —152  dbW/m*  in  any  4  kc/s  band 
for  all  angles  of  arrival. 

(c)  The  power  flux  density  limits 
specified  In  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  section  are  applicable  to  the  fre¬ 
quency  hands  3700-4200  Mc/s  and  7250- 
7750  Mc/s.  Systems  brought  Into  use 
after  January  1, 1969,  shall  not  be  limited 
in  the  frequency  band  7250-7300  Mc/s. 

(d)  Passive  communication-satellite 
systems  may  be  authorized  in  the  fre¬ 
quency  band  7250-7750  Mc/s.  The  power 
flux  density  produced  at  the  earth’s  sur¬ 
face  as  the  result  of  reflection  from  a 
passive  communication  satellite  shall  not 
exceed  the  limits  set  forth  in  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  for  active 
systems. 

§  25.251  Procedure  for  calculating  co¬ 
ordination  distance. 

(a)  Requirements  for  coordination. 
Coordination  is  required  when  earth  sta¬ 


tions  and  terrestrial  stations  operate  in 
shared  frequency  bands  with  equal 
rights.  The  coordination  area  around 
an  earth  station  is  determined  by  ascer¬ 
taining  the  coordination  distance  meas- 
tu-ed  in  the  various  azimuths  from  that 
station. 

(1)  For  the  calculation  of  coordina¬ 
tion  distance,  two  separate  cases  must 
be  considered: 

(I)  Interference  from  an  earth  station 
transmitter  to  terrestrial  station  receiv¬ 
ers;  and 

(II)  Interference  from  terrestrial  sta¬ 
tion  transmitters  to  ccHnmunicatlon- 
satelllte,  meteorological-satellite  or  space 
research  earth  station  receivers. 

(III)  In  the  case  of  subparagraph 
(1)  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  it  has  been  as¬ 
sumed  for  the  purpose  of  calculation, 
that  the  terrestrial  receiving  station  is  a 
line-of-sight  radio-relay  station  de¬ 
signed  according  to  C.CJJi.  Recommen¬ 
dations.  In  the  case  of  subparagraph 
(l)(li)  of  this  paragraph,  it  has  been 
assumed  for  all  applications  that  the 
earth  station  forms  a  part  of  a  com¬ 
munication-satellite  system.  Further, 
in  order  to  ensure  that  a  safe  value  of 
coordination  distance  shall  be  obtained. 
It  has  been  assiuned  that  the  receiving 
station  antenna  in  each  case  is  of  typi¬ 
cally  high  gain.  For  the  same  reason, 
appropriately  low-noise  sensitive  receiv¬ 
ers  are  assumed  In  all  cases. 

(b)  Minimum  permissible  basic  trans¬ 
mission  loss  .  (1)  'The  general  for¬ 
mula  for  calculating  the  required  min¬ 
imum  permissible  basic  transmission  loss 
Is; 

[formula  1] 

Lb=  (Pt+Gt)  -P,-  (Pr-O,) 

where  Pt  la  the  power  In  dbW  supplied  by  the 
Interfering  transmitter  to  the  transmis¬ 
sion  line  input, 


Ot  is  the  isotropic  gain  in  db  of  the  transmit¬ 
ting  antenna  of  the  interfering  station 
effective  in  the  direction  of  the  receiving 
station  Uable  to  interference,  including 
the  effect  of  all  feeder  losses,  and  losses 
due  to  any  artlflclal  screens. 

is  the  earth  station  site-shielding  factor  In 
db  (see  S  25.251  (e)), 

Pf  Is  the  maximum  permissible  Interference 
level  In  dbW  at  the  receiver  Input  of  the 
receiving  station,  and 

Of  is  the  Isotropic  gain  In  db  of  the  antenna 
of  the  receiving  station  effective  in  the 
direction  of  the  Interfering  transmitter, 
less  feeder  loss  and  polarization  discrim¬ 
ination  if  applicable. 

(2)  When  considering  interference  to 
telephone  transmission  systems,  partic¬ 
ularly  in  the  case  of  systems  using  fre¬ 
quency  modulation,  it  Is  convenient  to 
operate  In  terms  of  the  power  densities 
in  any  4  kc/s  bandwidth.  Therefore,  in 
the  case  of  interference  from  an  earth 
station  transmitter  to  terrestrial  radio- 
relay  systems,  Pt  is  taken  as  the  maxi¬ 
mum  power  density  in  any  4  kc/s  band¬ 
width  supplied  by  the  earth  station 
transmitter  to  the  transmission  line  in¬ 
put,  and  similarly  Pr  Is  the  maximum 
permissible  power  density  for  any  4  kc/s 
bandwidth  at  the  receiver  input. 

(3)  When  considering  interference 
from  a  terrestrial  transmitter  to  an  earth 
station  receiver.  It  is  more  convenient  to 
consider  Pt  and  Pr  of  formula  (1)  as  total 
powers  rather  than  power  densities. 

(4)  It  is  assumed  in  calculating  coor¬ 
dination  distances  for  both  cases  In 
§  25.251(a)  that  the  communication- 
satellite  system  is  empl03ring  carrier  en¬ 
ergy  dispersal  techniques  when  lightly 
loaded. 

(c)  Calculation  of  minimum  permis¬ 
sible  basic  transmission  loss.  In  any 
direction  from  the  transmitting  station, 
the  required  minimum  value  of  permis¬ 
sible  basic  transmission  loss  (Lb)  is  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  following  tables  1  and  2. 


Tabi.e  1.— Interference  from  a  Communication-Satellite  Earth  Station  Transmitter  to  a  Terrestrial  Line-of-Sight 

Radio- Relay  System 


1  Percentage 
of  time 

Values  to  be 
assumed  for 
coordination 

Permissible  total  interference  in  any  telephone  channel . 

0.01 

Permissible  interference  from  one  earth  Nation  to  one  radio-relay  system  re¬ 
ceiver,  assuming  four  such  non-eimultaneous  interference  entries. 

Receiver  transfer  characteristic  assuming  carrier  energy  dispersion  to  dis¬ 
tribute  interference  uniformly  over  at  least  300  kc/s  bandwidth. 

Hence,  maximum  value  of  unwanted-to-wanted  signal  ratio  at  the  receiver 
input. 

0.0026 

-40dbm0 

1  db  I  Oight  load¬ 
ing  worst  case). 
-39  db 

—74  dbW  1 

0.0025 

Hence,  permissible  level  of  imwanted  signal  at  receiver  input,  assuming  car¬ 
rier  energy  dispersion  as  above. 

Factor  for  cem version  of  interference  bandwidth  to  4  kc/s  from  300  kc/s _ 

0.0025 

-113  dbW 

— 19db 

Ilence^^^missible  level  of  unwanted  signal  at  receiver  input  in  any  4  kc/s 
Isotropic  gate  of  radio-relay  station  antenna  less  feeder  losses  * . 

0.0025 

—132  dbW  (per  4 
kc/s). 

42  db 

Isotropic  gain  of  earth  station  antenna  effective  in  the  horizontal  plane  less 
feeder  and  polarization  losses.* 

Power  supplied  by  earth  station  transmitter  to  the  transmission  line  input 
per  4  kc/s  bandwidth . 

2.5 

0*»rth  db 

P<u(fc  dbW 

F.  db 

Minimum  permissible  basic  transmission  loss,  I4,  (in  decibels) . 

0.1 

PMrtk-{-OMrtti 

-F.-(-174. 

*  These  figures  are  taken  from  an  example  of  a  IWO-channel  line-of-sight  radio-relay  system  but  the  tnaiinuini 
liermissible  unwanted  signal  level  of  —113  dbW  is  almost  independent  of  the  number  of  channels  cwried. 

*  The  value  of  42  db  given  in  table  1  should  he  used  unless  it  is  known  t^  the  terrestrial  station  receiving  antenna 
gain  is  greater  than  43  db,  in  which  case  the  higher  value  should  be  used. 

*  For  simplicity,  the  appropriate  value  of  Owik  to  be  used  shall  be  the  maximum  value  obtained  in  the  hori¬ 
zontal  plane  in  the  pertinent  azimuthal  direction  rather  than  the  value  exceeded  for  2.S  percent  of  the  time.  How¬ 
ever,  when  site-shielding  is  allowed,  the  value  to  be  used  shall  be  that  maximum  value  obtaining  at  the  angle  of 
elevatlcm  of  the  screening  obstacle. 
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Table  2.— Interference  from  e  Terrestrial  Line-of-Sight  Kadio-Relay  Tranamitter  to  a  Communlcatloa-Satelllte 

Earth  Statkm  Reoelyer 


Pereemtage  of 
ttane 


Permissible  total  interference  in  any  telephone  channel _ _ _ 

Permissible  interference  from  one  terrestrial  station  to  one  earth  station, 
assuming  four  such  nonsimultaneons  interference  entries. 

Receiver  transfer  characteristic  assuming  carrier  energy  dispersion  of  the 
wanted  signal 

Hence,  maximum  value  of  unwanted-to-wanted  signal  ratio  at  the  receiver 
input. 

Minimum  level  of  wanted  signal  at  the  receiver  input _ _ ... 

Hence,  permissible  level  of  unwanted  signal  at  the  receiver  input . . 

Isotropic  gain  of  earth  station  antenna  eflective  in  the  horixontal  plane  * _ 

Isotropic  gain  of  radio-relay  station  antenna  less  feeder  loss _ 

Earth  station  site-shielding  factor  if  applicable . . . 

Power  supplied  by  terrestrial  station  transmitter  to  the  transmission  line  input. 

Minimum  permissible  basic  transmission  loss.  Lb  (in  decibels)  • _ 


Valueetobo 
assumed  lor 
coordination 


-38  dbmO 
-38  dbmO 


-117  dbW  I 
-146  dbW 

Ontrtk  db 
Qtsrr.  db 

F.db 
Ptt„.  dbW 

PuTT.-i-Oucr.-i- 

0«rU.-F.-H48 


■  These  figures  are  taken  from  an  example  of  a  1200-channel  communication-satellite  system  but  the  maximum 


1  For  simplicity,  the  appropriate  value  of  Ouruio  be  used  shall  be  that  maximum  value  obtained  in  the  horizontal 
plane  in  the  pertinent  azimuthal  direction  rather  than  the  value  exceeded  for  6  percent  of  the  time.  However,  whcm 
site-shielding  is  allowed,  the  value  to  be  used  shall  be  that  maximum  value  obtaining  at  the  angle  of  elevation  of  the 
screening  obstacle. 


(d)  Summary,  The  formulas  giving 
the  required  basic  transmission  loss  in 
db  (L*)  not  to  be  exceeded  for  0.1  percent 
of  the  time  are  summarized  as  follows: 

( 1 )  For  coordination  between  an  earth 
transmitting  station  and  terrestrial  re¬ 
ceiving  stations: 

Lb  =  Pearth+Gearth-®’.+ 174 

Note:  For  the  value  of  Oearth>  Boe  footnote 
3  to  Table  1  in  paragraph  (c) . 

(2)  For  coordination  between  terres¬ 
trial  transmitting  stations  and  a  com¬ 
munication-satellite,  meteorological-sat¬ 
ellite  or  space  research  earth  receiving 
station: 

lli=Pterr.  +  Gterr.~P*+Ge»rth+ 1^6 

Note:  For  the  value  of  Oearth*  footnote 
2  to  Table  2  in  paragraph  (c) . 

(e)  Site-Shielding  Factor.  (1)  In 
cases  where  earth  stations  are  sited  be¬ 
low  the  level  of  surrounding  or  nearby 
terrain  it  is  necessary  to  adopt  the  fol¬ 
lowing  procedure.  Thus,  if  in  a  given 
azimuthal  direction,  an  obstacle  provides 
an  angle  of  elevation,  e,  to  the  earth 
station  then — for  that  azimuthal  direc¬ 
tion — it  is  necessary,  in  calculating  co¬ 
ordination  distance,  to  employ  the  max¬ 
imum  earth  station  antenna  gain  at  the 
angle  of  elevation,  e,  rather  than  the 
maximum  gain  along  the  horizontal. 

Note:  Compliance  with  this  condition  may 
lead  to  an  incongruity  when  the  elevation 
angle  of  the  main  beam  coincides  with  or  is 
approximately  the  same  as  6,  in  that  the 
calculated  coordination  distance  with  site 
shielding  may  exceed  the  calculated  co¬ 
ordination  distance  along  the  same  radial 
when  site  shielding  is  disregarded.  In  such 
cases,  the  smaller  calculated  coordination 
distance  shall  apply. 

(2)  As  previously  discussed,  where 
site -shielding  applies,  the  value  of  re¬ 
quired  basic  transmission  loss.  Lb,  may 
be  reduced  by  a  site-shielding  factor,  Fs. 
expressed  in  decibels.  The  following 
values  of  site-shielding  factor  shall  apply 
when  the  obstacle  limiting  the  angle  of 
elevation  is  situated  more  than  5  kilome¬ 
ters  away  from  the  earth  station. 


Minimum  angle  of  elevation,  O, 
of  obstacle,  as  seen  from  earth 
station 


Allowable  value  of 
site-shielding 
factor,  F,,  in 
decibels 


Between  1°  and  2°. 
Between  2°  and  3°. 
Between  3°  and  4°. 
Between  4*  and  6°. 
More  than  5° _ 


Note  1:  In  the  case  of  nearer  obstaclee  the 
values  of  site-shielding  factor  which  apply 
may  be  obtained  by  multiplying  the  tabu¬ 
lated  values  by  the  fraction  d/5,  where  d  is 
the  distance  from  the  earth  station  to  the 
obstacle  In  kilometers. 

Note  2:  The  values  of  site-shielding  factor 
shall  be  used  with  caution  where  terrestrial 
stations  may  be  located,  within  coordination 
distance,  at  sites  which  are  substantUdly 
above  the  horizontal  plane  passing  through 
the  earth  station. 

(f)  Equivalent  Basic  Transmission 
Loss  at  4  Gc/s  (Lb').  The  propagation 
data  considered  in  paragraph  (g)  of  this 
section  relates  to  the  frequency  of  4  Gc/s 
and  it  is  therefore  in  general  necessary  to 
convert  the  minimum  permissible  basic 
transmission  loss  (Lb)  into  an  equivalent 
loss  at  4  Gc/s  (Lb')  before  using  these 
data  to  find  the  coordination  distance. 
The  equivalent  loss  in  decibels  at  4  Gc/s 
is  given  by: 

—  21.6  logjgf 

where  f  is  the  assigned  frequency  in  Gc/s. 
This  relationship  is  shown  in  Figure  1  of 
paragraph  (h)  of  this  section. 

(g)  World  Radio-Climatic  Conditions 
and  Propagation  Data.  (1)  The  propa¬ 
gation  curves  of  Figure  2  are  labelled 
Zone  A,  Zone  B,  and  Zone  C,  and  corre¬ 
spond  to  the  various  basic  radio-climatic 
regions  of  the  world  as  follows: 

Zone  A:  Land 

Zone  B:  Sea,  at  latitudes  greater  than  23.5* 
N.  and  28.5*  S. 

Zone  C:  Sea,  at  latitudes  between  23.5*  N. 
and  23.5*  S.  Inclusive. 

(2)  In  any  direction  from  the  earth 
station  the  required  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  is  found  as  follows : 


(i)  If  the  equivalent  basic  transmis¬ 
sion  loss  Lb'  is  such  that  the  coordination 
distance  in  the  given  direction  lies 
wholly  within  one  of  the  zones,  the  co¬ 
ordination  distance  may  be  obtained  di¬ 
rectly  from  Figure  2  using  the  appro¬ 
priate  curve; 

(il)  If  the  coordination  distance  lies 
partly  in  one  zone  and  partly  in  another, 
the  curves  for  mixed  paths.  Figures  3,  4 
and  5  should  be  used.  'Ihese  curves 
show  the  loss  Lb'  as  a  function  of  the 
path  length  in  each  of  the  two  zones 
separately.  Thus,  if  the  path  length  in 
one  zone  and  the  required  loss  are 
known,  the  path  length  in  the  other 
zone  can  be  determined.  The  path 
length  in  the  first  zone  is  the  known 
distance  from  the  earth  station  to  the 
zone  boundary  in  the  direction  con¬ 
cerned,  hence  the  further  length  in  the 
second  zone  can  be  found.  The  total 
path  length,  or  coordination  distance,  is 
the  sum  of  the  two  path  lengths.  Fig¬ 
ures  3.  4  and  5  cover  all  cases  of  mixed 
paths  in  two  zones  as  follows: 

Figure  3 :  Zones  A  and  B. 

Figure  4:  Zones  A  and  C. 

Figure  5 :  Zones  B  and  C. 

An  example  of  the  coordination  distance 
calculation  for  a  mixed  path  is  worked 
out  in  paragraph  (h)  of  this  section. 

(3)  In  certain  geographical  areas 
where  propagation  losses  are  known  to  be 
less  than  the  values  given  by  the  perti¬ 
nent  zonal  propagation  curves,  coordina¬ 
tion  distances  should  be  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  the  known  propagation  data. 

(h)  Example  of  Coordination  Distance 
Calculation  for  a  Mixed  Path.  (1)  The 
procedure  to  be  followed  in  the  case  of  a 
mixed  path  is  illustrated  by  the  following 
example,  in  which  it  is  assumed  that  a 
basic  transmission  loss  of  190  db  is  re¬ 
quired  to  avoid  interference  from  an 
earth  station  to  terrestrial  services  in  a 
given  direction. 

(2)  As  shown  in  the  diagram  in  Figure 
6,  the  earth  station  is  situated  50  km. 
from  the  coast  and  there  is  an  oversea 
path  of  150  km.  before  the  coastline  of 
neighboring  country  is  reached.  It  is  re¬ 
quired  to  find  the  coordination  distance 
from  the  earth  station  in  the  given  di¬ 
rection  using  the  mixed  paths  propaga¬ 
tion  chart  in  Figure  6.  The  procedure 
is  as  follows : 

(i)  Starting  from  the  origin,  the  dis¬ 
tance  of  50  km.  from  the  earth  station  to 
the  coastline  is  set  off  along  the  A  axis 
of  the  chart  as  indicated  by  the  point  Ai. 

(ii)  The  oversea  path  length  of  150 
km.  is  then  set  off  parallel  to  the  B  axis 
of  the  chart  as  indicated  by  the  point  Bi. 

(ill)  The  further  overland  distance 
required  is  then  measured  parallel  to  the 
A  axis  from  the  point  Bi  to  the  point  of 
intersection  with  the  190  db  curve,  as 
indicated  by  X.  This  distance  is  found 
to  be  90  km. 

(iv)  The  coordination  distance  is  the 
sum  of  the  A  and  B  coordinates  of  the 
point  X  and  is  equal  to  50-|-150-f90=290 
km. 
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Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agenqf 

[Docket  No.  5029;  Arndt.  39-76] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
*  DIRECTIVES 

General  Dynamics  Models  340  and 
440  Series  Aircraft 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  507  of  the 
Regulations  of  the  Administrator  to  in¬ 
clude  an  airworthiness  directive  requir¬ 
ing  Inspection  of  the  main  landing  gear 
gland  nut  to  assure  that  the  gland  nut 
is  properly  installed  on  General  Dynam¬ 
ics  Modds  340  and  440  Series  aircraft 
was  published  in  29  Fit.  5959.  Since  the 
publication  of  that  proposal,  Part  507  has 
been  recodified  into  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations,  effective  No¬ 
vember  20,  1964;  therefore,  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  being  made  to  Part  39. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  Objection  was 
raised  to  the  issuance  of  an  AD  on  the 
grounds  that  it  was  considered  to  be  a 
maintenance  matter.  The  Agency  has 
determined  that  the  gland  nut  assonbly 
is  designed  so  that  the  set  screws  and 
lock  screws  can  be  easily  interchanged, 
since  their  threads  are  the  same  size  and 
their  lengths  are  nearly  the  same.  A  set 
screw  installed  in  the  tapped  hole  in¬ 
tended  for  the  lock  screw  will  not  pro¬ 
trude  into  the  milled  slot  in  the  cylinder, 
resulting  in  the  gland  nut’s  not  being 
secured  to  the  cylinder.  Because  of  this 
design  feature,  proper  installation  of 
the  gland  nut  can  be  ensured  only  by 
mandatory  inspections.  Another  com¬ 
ment  suggested  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  remove  the  gland  nut  and  reinstall  it 
to  assure  proper  installation.  The  AD 
does  not  require  removal  of  the  gland 
nut,  but  merely  specifies  a  procedure  that 
will  assure  proper  installation  of  the  nut. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH.  6489), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  (14  CFR  Part  39),  is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Genzhai.  DTNAincs.  Applies  to  Models  340 
Eind  440  Series  aircraft. 

CompllELnce  required  within  the  next  600 
hours’  time  In  service  cifter  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD  unless  already  ELCComplished,  and 
thereafter  each  time  the  main  landing  gear 
gland  nut  Is  reinstalled. 

To  prevent  the  loss  of  a  main  liLndlng  gear 
piston  and  axle  assembly  due  to  elo  Improp¬ 
erly  InstiLUed  gland  nut.  Inspect  the  main 
landing  gear  gULnd  nut  Installation  to  as- 
sTire  that  the  gland  nut  Is  Installed  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(a)  Screw  the  gland  nut,  P/N  528062,  on 
to  the  main  lEindlng  gear  outer  cylinder,  P/N 
628402,  until  It  Is  tight. 

(b)  Unscrew  the  gUnd  nut  untU  the  first 
tapped  hole  is  opposite  one  of  the  milled 
slots  In  the  cylinder. 

(c)  Screw  lock  screw,  P/N  AN601A416-8, 
Into  the  tapped  hole  so  that  the  screw  pro¬ 
trudes  into  the  milled  slot  In  the  cylinder. 

(d)  Screw  set  screw,  P/N  600306-4,  Into  an 
adjacent  tapped  hole  In  the  gland  nut  and 


SELfety  the  lock  screw  Etnd  set  screw  with  a 
lockwlre. 

(OenerEd  DynELmlcs/Convalr  Models  340 
and  440  MalntenEtnce  MEinuals  cover  this 
SEime  subject.) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  27,  1965. 

(Secs.  318(a),  601,  Etnd  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  UA.C.  1864(a) ,  1421,  1428) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  24, 
1965. 


G.  S.  Moore, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 


[PH.  Doc.  66-5574;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:^  am.] 


[Docket  No.  6661;  Arndt.  39-74] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Mooney  Model  M20E  Aircraft 

There  have  been  failures  of  the  pro¬ 
peller  blade  tip  on  Mooney  Model  M20E 
aircraft.  Since  this  condition  is  likely  to 
exist  or  develop  in  other  aircraft  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  is  being  issued  to  require  the  addition 
of  an  opierating  limitation  to  the  Air¬ 
plane  Flight  Manual  restricting  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  aircraft’s  engine  between 
2,100  and  2,350  RPM,  and  the  marking 
of  the  tachometer  with  a  red  arc  in  Uiis 
RPM  range. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  Impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Reg\ilations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive; 

Mookxt.  Applies  to  Model  M20E  aircrEtit, 
Serial  Nxunbers  101  through  722, 
equipped  with  Hartzell  propeller,  HC- 
C2TK/7666-2  cm-  CHC-C2TK/ 7666-2. 

CompllEmce  required  within  the  next  26 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD  unless  alrecLdy  accomplished. 

To  avoid  continuous  propeller  operation 
in  the  speed  rEinge  where  vibration  stresses 
Eire  high,  ELCcompllsb  the  following: 

(a)  Add  the  following  operating  limita¬ 
tion  to  the  AlrplEme  Flight  MEinual: 

"Avoid  continuous  operation  between  2,100 
and  2,360  RPM." 

(b)  Mark  engine  tEichometer  with  a  red 
arc  from  2,100  to  2350  RPM  or  install  Mooney 
decal,  P/N  150010-66,  on  tachometer  bezel 
glELSs  in  ELCOordance  with  Mcxrney  Service  Let¬ 
ter  No.  20-127,  dated  April  15,  1966. 

’This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  28, 1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  FederEtl  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  490  UH.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
24,  1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 


[  Alrspacse  Dcx:ket  No.  65-CS:-9] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

February  27, 1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  F.R.  2606)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  the  controlled  airspace  in  the  In¬ 
ternational  Falls,  Minn.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth: 

(1)  In  8  71.171  (29  FR.  17581)  the 
International  Falls,  Minn.,  control  zone 
is  amended  to  read: 

International  Falls,  Minn. 

Within  a  S-mlle  radius  of  Falls  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  InternationEd  FeOIs,  Minn, 
(latitude  48*33'58"  N.,  longitude  93’'34'07'' 
W.) ;  and  within  2  mUes  eELcb  side  of  the  In- 
tematicmal  FelIIs  VOR  129*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mUe  radius  zone  to  8  miles  SE  of 
the  VOR;  Etnd  within  2  miles  ecLch  side  of 
the  IntemEktional  Falla  VOR  320*  nullEil  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  rcLdlus  zone  to  8 
miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles 
eELcb  side  of  the  325*  bearing  from  rstdlo  sta¬ 
tion  CFOB  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  NW  of  the  rELdio  staticm  ex¬ 
cluding  the  portion  outside  of  the  United 
States. 


(2)  In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  In¬ 
ternational  Falls,  Minn.,  transition  area 
is  amended  to  read; 

International  Falls,  Minn. 

That  alrspELc:e  extending  upwEcrd  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfELce  within  8  miles  NE  ELnd 
5  miles  SW  of  the  International  FelIIs  VOR 
129*  and  309*  radlEils  extending  from  4  mUes 
NW  to  14  mUee  SE  of  the  VOR;  and  within 
8  miles  SW  and  6  miles  NE  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  FelIIs  VOR  320*  radial  extending 
from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  NW  of  the  VOR; 
ELnd  that  Eilrspaoe  extending  upwEird  from 
1300  feet  above  the  surface  within  8  miles 
SW  ELnd  6  miles  NE  of  the  325*  bearing  from 
ladio  station  CFOB  extending  from  the  ladlo 
station  to  12  miles  NW  of  the  rEtdlo  station 
excluding  the  portions  outside  of  the  United 
States. 


(Sec.  807(a),  FederELl  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  US.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  20, 
1965. 


Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-6576;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:45  am.] 


( AirspELce  Docket  No.  64-CE-97] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 


(PR  Doc.  65-6576;  Filed,  May  27,  1966; 
8:45  a.m.] 


On  January  8,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
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Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  227)  stating . 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  3arden  (Dity,  Kans.,  terminal  area. 
On  March  25,  1965,  a  supplemental  no¬ 
tice  of  propo^  rule  making  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (30  F.R. 
3884)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  proposed  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace,  and  therefore  re¬ 
alter  the  controlled  airspace  in  the  Gar¬ 
den  City,  Kans.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Two  comments  were  received  as 
a  result  of  circularizing  the  subject  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making.  The  Air 
Transport  Association  endorsed  the  pro¬ 
posed  action.  A  letter  of  objection  was 
received  from  the  Chairman,  Airspace 
Committee,  Soaring  Society  of  America, 
Inc.  This  objection  was  based  on  their 
opinion  that  InsufScient  traffic  exists  at 
Garden  City  for  continued  designation 
of  a  control  zone.  Since  Garden  City 
meets  all  criteria  for  the  establishment 
of  a  control  zone,  we  find  the  objection 
without  merit. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.165  (29  FR.  17557)  is 
amended  as  follows:  The  Garden  City. 
Kans.,  control  area  extension  is  revoked 
in  its  entirety. 

2.  In  S  71.171  (29  PR.  17581)  the  Gar¬ 
den  C?ity,  Kans.,  control  zone  is  amended 
to  read: 

Garden  CTitt,  Kans. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Garden  City 
Airport  (latitude  87*66'09''  N..  longitude 
100*43'47"  W.),  and  within  2  mUee  each  side 
of  the  144*  hearing  from  the  Garden  City 
RBN.  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radlvis  zone 
NW  to  the  RBN,  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Garden  <31ty  VORTAC  004*  and  171* 
radlals,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  N  and  S  of  the  VORTAC. 

3.  S  71.181  (29  FR.  17643)  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Garden  Citt,  Kans. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mUe  radius 
of  the  Garden  City  Airport  (latitude  37'56'- 
09”  N.,  longitude  100*43'47"  W.),  within  5 
mllee  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the  Garden  City 
VORTAC  004*  and  184*  radlals,  extending 
from  7  mUes  S  to  18  mllee  N  of  the  VORTAC, 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Garden 
City  VORTAC  171*  radial,  extending  from 
the  6-mlle  radius  area  to  9  miles  S  of  the 
VORTAC;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  with¬ 
in  a  15-mlle  radius  of  the  Garden  City 
VORTAC  and  within  5  mUes  NE  and  8  miles 
SW  of  the  824*  bearing  from  the  Garden 
City  RBN,  exteiullng  frun  the  15-mlle  radius 
area  to  18  miles  NW  of  the  RBN. 


(Sec.  807(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1848) 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  14, 
1965. 


Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 


1F.R.  Doc.  65-5677;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-56] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

'The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  description  of  the 
Denver,  Colo.,  control  zone. 

The  Denver,  Colo.,  control  zone  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated,  in  part,  with  reference 
to  the  Denver  radio  beacon  which  will 
be  decommissioned  on  August  19,  1965. 
Therefore,  action  is  taken  herein  to  re¬ 
voke  the  control  zone  extension  based  on 
the  radio  beacon.  Controlled  airspace 
requirements  in  the  Denver  area  will  be 
reviewed  at  a  later  date  imder  the  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/60-29  implementa¬ 
tion  program. 

Since  the  change  effected  by  this 
amendment  is  less  restrictive  in  nature 
than  present  requirements,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  eA.t.,  August 
19,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17594) ,  the  Denver, 
Colo.,  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

within  a  10-mlle  radius  of  Stapleton  In¬ 
ternational  Airport  (latitude  39*45'S5”  N.. 
longitude  104*52'40''  W.),  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Stapleton  ILS  localizer  E 
course  extending  from  the  10-mile  radius 
zone  to  11.5  mUes  E  of  Stapleton  Internation¬ 
al  Airport,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Denver  VORTAC  045*  radial  extending 
from  the  10-mUe  radius  zone  to  5  miles  NE 
of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended;  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  May  20, 
1965. 

Wm.  Slade  Hardee, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5578;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SO-74] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  April  23,  1965,  Federal  Reg^ter 
Document  No.  65-4238  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  5731) 
amending  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations.  In  the  amendment, 
beginning  on  the  26th  line  of  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Orlando,  Fla.,  transition 
area,  it  was  stated  *<*  *  •  thence  clock¬ 
wise  along  this  35-mile  radius  arc  to  the 
NE  boundary  of  V-159.  •  •  •”  This  por¬ 
tion  of  the  description  is  ambiguous  in¬ 
asmuch  as  V-159  extends  both  SE  and 
NW  of  the  Orlando  VOR.  To  remove 
this  ambiguity  it  is  necessary  to  insert 
the  phrase  “NW  of  Orlando”  immedi¬ 
ately  following  “V-159.” 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  immediately.  Federal  Register 
Document  No.  65-4238  is  altered  as 
follows: 

In  the  28th  line  of  the  description  of 
the  Orlando.  Fla.,  transition  area,  “NW- 
of  Orlando”  is  inserted  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  “•  •  •  v-159.” 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  UB.C.  1348(a) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  May  20, 
1965. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 

Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5579;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-lO] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  February  27, 1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  F.R.  2612)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  controlled  airspace  in 
the  vicinity  of  Baudette,  Minn. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportimity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable,  including  those  of  the  Air 
Transport  Association. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  effective  0001  cA.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth; 

In  :  71.181  (29  FR.  17643)  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Bauukitk,  Minn. 

That  alrspcme  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mUe  radius 
of  Baudette  International  Airp<^,  Baudette, 
Minn,  (latitude  48*43'25''  N..  lon^tude  94*- 
36'24''  W.)  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  111*  bearing  from  Baudette  International 
Airport  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
area  to  8  miles  E  of  the  alrpcsrt;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  5  mUes  S  and  8 
miles  N  of  the  111*  and  291*  bearings  from 
Baudette  International  Airport  extending 
from  7  miles  W  to  13  miles  E  of  the  airport, 
excluding  the  pOTtion  outside  of  the  United 
States. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  UB.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  on  May 
20, 1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director.  Central  Region. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-5580;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-34] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROUED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  March  24,  1965,  a  notice  cA  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FR.  3821)  stating 
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that  the  Federal  Aviati(»i  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  controlled  airspace  In  the 
Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submissimi  of  cmn- 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  August 
19,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth: 

In  §  71.181  (29  FJl.  17643)  the  Aber¬ 
deen,  S.  Dak.,  transition  area  is  amended 
to  read: 

Aberdeen,  S.  Dak. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  8  miles  N£ 
and  6  mUes  SW  of  the  Aberdeen  VORTAC 
131*  and  311*  radlals  extending  from  13 
miles  SE  to  5  miles  HW  of  the  VORTAC,  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Aberdeen 
VORTAC  312*  radial  extending  from  7  miles 
NW  to  17  mUes  NW  of  the  VORTAC;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  svnface  within  a  21-mlle  ra> 
dlus  of  the  Aberdeen  VORTAC  extending 
clockwise  from  a  line  5  miles  SE  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Aberdeen  VORTAC  232*  radial 
to  a  line  6  mUes  E  of  and  parallel  to  the 
Aberdeen  VORTAC  855*  radial,  within  8  mUes 
SW  and  5  miles  NE  of  the  Aberdeen  VORTAC 
312*  radial  extending  from  the  21-mlle  ra- 
ditis  area  to  21  miles  NW  of  the  VORTAC, 
and  within  5  miles  E  and  8  miles  W  of  the 
Aberdeen  VORTAC  172*  radial  extending 
from  the  VORTAC  to  13  miles  S  of  the 
VORTAC. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  19, 
1965. 


Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-5581;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-68] 


Deiboit^  Mich. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-inlle 
radius  of  Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne  County 
Airport  (latitude  42*13'06"  N..  longitude 
83*21'00"  W.),  and  within  an  8-mUe  radius 
of  WUlow  Run  Airport  (latitude  42*14'06" 
N.,  longitude  83°31'46"  W.),  and  within  2 
mUes  each  side  of  the  Metropolitan  Wayne 
County  Airport  IL8  localizer  SW  course,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  8-mlle  radius  area  to  8 
miles  SW  of  the  OM,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Willow  Rim  VOR  047°  ra¬ 
dial,  extending  from  the  8-mlle  radius  area 
to  10  miles  NE  of  the  Intersection  of  the 
Willow  Run  Airport  tt^  localizer  NE  course 
and  the  Salem,  Mich.,  VOR  140°  radial, 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Windsor, 
Ontario,  TTfl  localizer  SW  course  extending 
from  the  Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne  Coun¬ 
ty  Airport  8-mlle  radius  to  the  United  States/ 
Canadian  Border,  excluding  the  portion 
within  the  Grosse  Be,  Mich.,  control  >iione; 
and  that  airspace  extending  upward  fr(»n 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  on  the 
W  by  longitude  84*06'00"  W.,  on  the  N  by 
latitude  42*46'00"  N.,  on  the  E  by  the  E 
boundary  of  V-42  E  alternate  and  the  United 
States /Canadian  Border,  and  on  the  S  by 
a  line  from  latitude  41*45'05"  N.,  longitude 
84*05*00''  W..  to  latitude  41*45*30*'  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  83*19*45"  W.,  to  latitude  41*50*39"  N., 
longitude  83*08*47"  W.,  to  latitude  41*45*- 
30"  N.,  longitude  83*03*80"  W.,  to  the  United 
States/Canadlan  Border  at  latitude  41*45*- 
30"  N.,  longitude  82*51*00"  W. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  19, 
1965. 


Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 


|F.R.  Doc.  65-5582;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:46  am.) 


[Docket  No.  6313;  Arndt.  165-2] 

PART  165 — WAKE  ISLAND  CODE 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  June  27, 1965,  Part  165  is  amended 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(Sec.  10,  International  Aviation  Facilities 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1159):  sec.  48,  Hawaii  Omni¬ 
bus  Act  of  July  12.  1960  (74  Stat.  424);  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11048  (3  CFR  1962  Supp.,  p. 
241);  agreement  between  FAA  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  of  February  6,  1962 
(27  FR.  8887)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
21, 1965. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

1.  Part  165  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  "Island  Manager”  and  "As¬ 
sistant  Administrator”  wherever  they 
appear  and  inserting  the  words  "Area 
Manager”  and  “Regional  Director”,  re¬ 
spectively,  in  place  thereof. 

2.  Part  165  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  heading  of  Subpart  P  and  inserting  a 
new  heading  in  place  thereof,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart  P — >Medical,  Dental  and 
Hospital  Services 

3.  Section  165.1  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  paragrwh  at  the  end 
thereof : 

§  165.1  Applicability. 

•  •  .  •  •  • 

(c)  For  the  purposes  of  this  part,  the 
Wake  Island  Airport  consists  of  the  area 
shown  on  a  map  entitled  “Wake  Island 
Airport  Boundary,”  File  No.  PC-A-1623, 
dat^  May  4,  1963,  that  has  been  filed 
with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
and  is  also  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  offices  of  the  Regional 
Director  and  the  Area  Manager.  The 
boundaries  of  the  airport  are  described 
in  Appendix  A  to  this  part. 

4.  Subpart  A  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  section  at  the  end  thereof : 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

ModificaHon  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Detroit,  Mich.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  plan¬ 
ning  to  decommission  the  Ford,  Mich., 
radio  beacon  on  July  22,  1965.  Since  the 
Detroit,  Mich.,  transition  area  is  pres¬ 
ently  designate,  in  part,  with  reference 
to  the  Ford  radio  beacon,  Uiis  amend¬ 
ment  is  necessary  to  substitute  a  new 
reference  point  for  the  presently  desig¬ 
nated  Ford  radio  beacon.  This  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  affect  the  airspace  encom¬ 
passed  in  the  presently  designated  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  transition  area. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  eA.t.,  July  22, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  S  71.181  (29FJEI.  17643)  the  Detroit. 
Mich.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 


The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
reflect  new  delegations  of  authority  to  fix 
certain  fees  and  charges  to  the  Regional 
Director,  Pacific  Region;  to  reflect  the 
new  titles  of  the  Regional  Director  and 
Area  Manager;  to  make  changes  designed 
to  improve  the  administration  of  the 
area;  to  add  a  prohibition  against  pro¬ 
viding  or  transferring  gambling  facili¬ 
ties;  to  authorize  the  Area  Manager  to 
issue  citations  for  petty  offenses;  to  de¬ 
scribe  the  boundaries  of  the  Wake  Island 
Airport;  and  to  limit  the  kinds  of  cases 
in  which  an  accused  may  forfeit  bail 
without  permission  and  thereby  termi¬ 
nate  proceedings. 

This  amendment  Is  based  on  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  64-49  that  weis 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  17, 1964  (29  F  R.  15378) .  The 
notice  also  was  posted  on  the  FAA  offi¬ 
cial  bulletin  board  in  the  Terminal  Build¬ 
ing  at  Wake  Island  and  copies  were  dis¬ 
tributed  to  Tenant  Agencies  on  Wake 
Island  following  announcement  that  they 
were  available.  Only  three  comments 
were  received.  They  did  not  express  any 
objections.  All  relevant  matters  pre¬ 
sented  have  been  fully  considered  and 
it  is  concluded  that  the  amendment 
should  be  adopted  as  proposed,  except 
for  correction  of  the  address  stated  in 
§  165.5. 


§  165.5  Publication  of  rates  and  charges 
for  supplies  and  services  fixed  by  the 
Regional  Director. 

Whenever  this  part  provides  that  the 
FAA  Regional  Director  for  the  Pacific 
Region  (Regional  Director)  fixes  charges 
for  supplies  or  services,  the  orders  pre¬ 
scribing  these  charges  are  on  file,  and 
may  be  inspected,  at  the  FAA  Regional 
Office,  1833  Kalakaua  Avenue.  Honolulu, 
Hawaii.  Copies  of  the  orders  are  on  file, 
and  may  be  inspected,  at  the  office  of  the 
Area  Manager.  Lists  of  all  charges  in 
effect  are  posted  at  the  office  of  the  Area 
Manager.  In  addition,  charges  for  utility 
services  are  posted  at  each  office  where 
inquiry  about  billing  may  be  made  and 
charges  for  medical,  dental  and  hospital 
services  are  posted  in  a  prominent  place 
in  each  Island  Dispensary. 

5.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  165.15  is 
amended  to  read  fis  follows: 

§  165.15  Authorized  functions,  powers, 
and  duties. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(a)  Issue  citations  for  violations  of 
Subpart  E  (Petty  Offenses)  and  Subpart 
I  (Motor  Vehicle  Code)  of  this  part. 

•  •  •  *  • 

§  165.17  [Amended] 

6.  Section  165.17  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  “major” 
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7.  Section  165.41  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  paragtai^  at  the  md 
thereof : 

§165.41  General  criminal  off eniies. 

*  •  •  «  • 

(kk)  Transfer  or  provide  to  any  per¬ 
son  any  facilities,  equipment,  or  device 
for  the  purpose  of  organized  gambling, 
or  any  interest  in  a  game  of  chance, 
without  permission  from  the  Area  Man¬ 
ager.  Organized  gambling  means  gam¬ 
bling  arranged  for  by  a  person  or  per¬ 
sons  who  intend  to  derive  a  profit,  by 
participation  in  the  gambling  or  other¬ 
wise,  from  making  such  arrangements. 

8.. Paragraph  (b)  of  §  165.85  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows; 

§  165.85  Bail. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  When  an  offense  has  been  charged 
by  a  citation  issued  by  a  peace  officer  or 
the  Area  Manager,  bail  shall  be  set  in 
the  amount  prescribed  by  the  senior 
judge  for  the  violation.  The  bail  shall 
be  paid  in  cash  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Court. 
The  bail  may  be  forfeited  by  the  accused 
and  the  proceedings  thereby  terminated 
in  the  case  of  a  violation  of  Subpart  I  of 
this  part  that  does  not  involve  a  moving 
vehlde  or  collision,  or  with  pehnission 
of  the  Court  in  the  case  of  any  other 
offense  charged  by  a  citation. 

§  165.89  [Amended] 

9.  The  second  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  S  165.89  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows;  “However,  if  the  offense  is  one 
for  which  issue  of  a  citation  is  authorized 
by  this  part  and  a  citation  for  the  offense 
has  been  issued,  the  citation  serves  as  an 
information.” 

10.  The  first  sentence  of  $  165.129  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  165.129  Citation  in  place  of  arre»t. 

In  any  case  in  which  a  peace  officer 
may  make  an  arrest  without  a  warrant, 
he  may.  under  such  limitations  as  the 
Area  Manager  may  impose,  issue  and 
.serve  a  citation,  or  serve  a  citation  issued 
by  the  Area  Manager,  on  a  person  in 
place  of  arresting  him  if  the  officer  con¬ 
siders  that  the  public  Interest  does  not 
require  an  arrest  •  •  •. 

11.  Paragraph  (c)  of  §  165.151  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  165.151  Motor  Tehicle  maintenance 
and  equipment. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  No  person  may  operate  a  motor 
vehicle  on  Wake  Island  unless  it  is 
equipped  with  an  adequate  and  properly 
functioning — 

(1)  Horn; 

(2)  Wiper,  for  any  windshield; 

(3)  Rear  vision  mirror; 

(4)  Headlights  and  taillights; 

(5)  Muffler;  and 

(6)  Spark  or  ignition  noise  suppres¬ 
sors. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  165.245  [Amended] 

12.  Section  165.245  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  ZIP  Code  number  “96812”  after 
the  word  “Hawaii.” 

§§  165.255, 165.257  [Deleted] 

13.  Sections  165.255  and  165.257  are 
deleted. 


14.  Section  165.259  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

§165.259  Charges  for  utility  services. 

The  Regional  Director  fixes  the 
charges  for  electric  power,  water,  sewer¬ 
age  disposal,  and  telephone  service. 

15.  Paragraph  (b)  of  S  165.261  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  165.261  Rates  of  payment:  measure¬ 
ment,  adjustment,  and  billing. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  If  charges  for  utility  services  are 
increased,  each  user  shall  be  notified  at 
least  30  days  before  the  increase  takes 
effect. 

16.  Section  165.271  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  165.271  Applicability. 

This  subpart  prescribes  the  conditions 
under  which  the  Administrator  provides 
medical  and  dental  services  and  supplies 
and  hospitalization  at  Wake  Island. 

§  165.273  [Deleted] 

17.  Section  165.273  is  deleted. 

18.  The  section  heading  and  the  in¬ 
troductory  paragraph  and  subparagraph 
13)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  9  165.277  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  165.277  Persons  eligible  for  treatment. 

(a)  Subject  to  applicable  charges  as 
prescribed  under  9  165.283,  general  treat¬ 
ment  for  injury  or  disease  is  provided 
Jor— 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Employees  of  a  non-United  States 
agency  who  are  at  an  Island  location 
under  temporary  or  permanent  assign¬ 
ment; 

§§165.279,  165.281  [Deleted] 

•  •  •  •  • 

19.  Sections  165.279  and  165.281  are 
deleted. 

20.  Section  165.283  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  165.283  Charges  for  medical  services. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(b)-(d)  of  this  section,  the  Regional 
Director  fixes  the  charges  for  medical 
services;  medical  supplies;  dental  serv¬ 
ices;  and  hospitalization. 

(b)  No  charge  is  made  for  treatment 
of  civilian  employees  of  the  United  States 
who  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Employees’  Compensation  for 
injury  incurr^  while  performing  their 
duties  or  for  disease  proximately  caused 
by  the  conditions  of  their  employment. 

(c)  No  charge  is  made  for  immuniza¬ 
tions  or  physical  examinations  required 
in  connection  with  employment  by  the 
United  States. 

(d)  Individuals  are  not  charged  for 
services  or  supplies  paid  for  by  another 
Government  agency  or  other  third  per¬ 
son  under  an  agreement  with  FAA. 

21.  The  following  Appendix  is  added 
at  the  end  of  the  part; 

Appendix  A 

BOUNDARY  DESCRIPTION — WAKE  ISLAND  AIRPORT 

The  boundaries  of  the  Wake  Island  Airport 
are  as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  located 
southwest  of  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
Intersection  of  Gull  Street  and  Samoa  Ave¬ 


nue  at  a  distance  of  ten  feet  from  the 
southerly  edge  of  Gull  Street  and  five  feet 
from  the  westerly  edge  of  Samoa  Avenue; 
thence  In  a  general  south  and  easterly  di¬ 
rection  on  a  line  five  feet  west  of  the  west 
edge  of  Samoa  Avenue  to  the  northeast 
corner  of  building  T-182;  thence  in  a  south¬ 
westerly  direction  to  the  northwest  comer  of 
buUdlng  T-ISS;  thence  in  a  southeasterly 
direction  to  the  southwest  comer  of  build¬ 
ing  T-182;  thence  In  a  northeasterly  direc¬ 
tion  to  the  southeast  comer  of  building 
T-182;  thence  In  a  general  south  and  east¬ 
erly  direction  on  a  line  five  feet  west  of  the 
west  edge  of  Samoa  Avenue  to  a  point  ten 
feet  west  of  the  west  edge  of  Wake  Avenue; 
thence  In  a  general  south  and  easterly  di¬ 
rection  as  a  line  ten  feet  west  of  the  west 
edge  of  Wake  Avenue  past  the  Terminal 
Building  and  around  the  runway  overrun  to 
a  point  ten  feet  north  where  Wake  Avenue 
and  Elrod  Drive  join;  thence  In  a  general 
westerly  direction  on  a  line  ten  feet  north  of 
the  north  edge  of  the  pavement  of  Elrod 
Drive  to  a  point  400  feet  west  of  the  end  of 
the  runway  and  ten  feet  north  of  the  north 
edge  of  Elrod  Drive;  thence  In  a  general 
northerly  direction  for  a  distance  of  790  feet 
on  a  line  perpendicular  to  the  center  of  the 
ranway;  thence  In  a  general  easterly  direc¬ 
tion  for  a  distance  of  900  feet  on  a  line 
parallel  to  and  100  feet  north  of  the  north 
edge  of  the  taxiway;  thence  In  a  general 
northerly  direction  for  a  distance  of  approx¬ 
imately  650  feet  on  a  line  {lerpendlcular  to 
the  runway  centerline  to  the  high  water 
mark  of  the  lagoon  designated  by  a  4”  x  4” 
concrete  marker;  thence  in  a  general  easterly 
and  northerly  direction  along  a  line  corre¬ 
sponding  to  the  high  water  mark  of  the  la¬ 
goon  to  a  4”  X  4”  concrete  marker  300  feet 
west  of  the  point  where  Taxiway  “B”  Joins 
the  aircraft  parking  area  located  on  the  west 
side  of  Taxiway  “B”;  thence  In  a  general 
north  and  westerly  direction  along  a  line 
paralleling  and  located  400  feet  west  of  the 
Taxiway  “B”  to  the  point  of  Intersection  of 
this  line  with  a  line  paralleling  and  located 
100  feet  west  of  the  west  edge  of  the  main¬ 
tenance  ramp;  thence  In  a  general  northerly 
direction  along  this  line  100  feet  west  of  the  , 
west  edge  of  the  maintenance  ramp  to  the 
point  where  this  line  meets  a  point  ten  feet 
south  of  the  south  edge  of  Gull  Street;  thence 
in  a  general  easterly  direction  on  a  line  ten 
feet  south  of  the  south  edge  of  Gull  Street 
to  the  point  located  ten  feet  south  of  Gull 
Street  and  five  feet  west  of  Samoa  Avenue, 
southwest  of  the  southwest  corner  of  the 
Intersection  of  Gull  Street  and  Samoa 
Avenue. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-5583;  Plied,  May  27,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.) 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

lAmdt.  17] 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — Acreage  Allotment  Regula¬ 
tions  for  the  1964  and  Succeeding 
Crops  of  Upland  Cotton 

Erroneous  Notices  and  Transfer  of 
Cotton  Acreage  Affected  by  Natural 
Disaster 

Correction 

In  F  Jl.  Doc.  65-5222,  appearing  at  page 
6712  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  May  18, 
1965,  the  name  “Dyer”  should  appear  in 
the  list  of  counties  under  Tennessee,  in 
§  722.226(i) . 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Chapter  VIII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER  I — DETERMINATION  OF  PRICES 
(Sugar  Determination  876.17] 

PART  876— SUGARCANE:  HAWAII 

Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1965 
Crop 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  .section 
301(c)(2)  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended  (herein  referred  to  as  “act”), 
after  investigation  and  due  consideration 
of  the  evidence  obtained  at  the  public 
hearing  held  in  Hilo,  Hawaii  on  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1965,  the  following  determination 
is  hereby  issued: 

§  876.17  Fair  and  reasonable  prices  for 
the  1965  crop  of  Hawaiian  sugar¬ 
cane. 

A  producer  of  sugarcane  in  Hawaii  who 
Is  also  a  processor  of  sugarcane  (herein 
referred  to  as  “processor”)  shall  have 
paid,  or  contracted  to  pay,  for  sugarcane 
of  the  1965  crop  grown  by  other  pro¬ 
ducers  and  processed  by  him,  or  shall 
have  processed  sugarcane  of  other  pro¬ 
ducers  under  a  toll  agreement,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following  requirements: 

(a)  Toll  agreements.  (1)  The  rate  for 
processing  sugarcane  under  a  toll  agree¬ 
ment  at  C^lokele  Sugar  Co.,  Ltd.,  and 
Kekaha  Sugar  Co.,  Ltd.,  shall  be  not 
more  than  the  rate  provided  in  the  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  producer  and  the  proc¬ 
essor  applicable  to  the  prior  crop. 

(2)  (i)  The  rate  for  processing  sugar¬ 
cane  delivered  by  a  producer  xmder  a  toll 
agreement  to  those  processors  listed  be¬ 
low  shall  be  not  more  than  that  estab¬ 
lished  for  each  such  processor. 


Processor 

Rate  ter 
processing 
(percentage 
of  gross  pro¬ 
ceeds  from 
sugar  and 
molasses) 

Delivery 
point  fcM* 
sugarcane 

Puna  Sugar  Co.,  Ltd . 

36 

Mill. 

Kohala  Sugar  Co . 

33 

Do. 

Laupahoehoe  Sugar  Co _ 

4S 

Loaded  in 
trucks. 

Hilo  Sugar  Co .,  Ltd . 

45 

Do. 

Onomea  Sugar  Co . 

45 

Do. 

Pepeekeo  Sugar  Co . 

45 

Do. 

Paauhau  Sugar  Co.,  Ltd.. 

45 

Do. 

Hawaiian  Agricultiual  Co. 

45 

Do. 

Hutchinson  Sugar  Co ., 

45 

Do. 

Ltd. 

1 

(ii)  The  gross  proceeds  from  sugar 
and  molasses  shall  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Standard  Sugar  Mar¬ 
keting  Contract  and  the  Standard  Mo¬ 
lasses  Marketing  Contract  entered  into 
by  the  producer,  or  his  agent,  with  the 
California  and  Hawaiian  Sugar  Refin¬ 
ing  Corp.,  Ltd.  (a  cooperative  agricul¬ 
tural  marketing  association  herein  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  C  &  H) :  Provided.  That  the 
gross  proceeds  so  determined  to  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  sugar  and  molasses  re¬ 
covered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer  shall  be  converted  to  dollars  per 
hundredweight  of  sugar,  raw  value  ba^, 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  rate  for 
processing. 

(iii)  The  applicable  rate  for  processing 
established  in  this  subparagraph  for 
sugarcane  of  the  producer  shall  cover  (a) 


all  transporting,  handling,  and  process¬ 
ing  costs  applicable  to  the  producers’ 
sugarcane  from  the  delivery  point  spec¬ 
ified  herein  imtil  the  raw  sugar  and 
molasses  recovered  therefrom  leaves  the 
bulk  sugar ‘bin  or  the  molasses  tank  of 
the  processor,  except  those  costs  in¬ 
curred  for  insuring  such  raw  sugar  and 
molasses  while  stored  therein;  (b)  the 
cost  of  insuring  such  sugarcane  against 
loss  by  fire  to  the  same  extent  that  sugar¬ 
cane  of  the  processor  is  insured;  (c)  the 
costs  of  weighing,  sampling,  and  taring 
such  sugarcane;  (d)  the  cost  of  general 
weed  and  rodent  control  other  than  in 
the  sugarcane  fields  of  producers  and 
alongside  the  roads  adjacent  thereto; 
and  (e)  the  cost  of  all  research  and  ex¬ 
perimental  work  applicable  to  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  processing  of  such  sugar¬ 
cane. 

(iv)  The  sugarcane  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  shall  be  handled  and  processed  by 
the  processor  in  a  msuiner  which  is  no 
less  favorable  than  the  hsmdling  and 
processing  of  the  sugarcane  of  the  proc¬ 
essor.  The  processor,  in  acting  as  agent 
for  the  producer,  shall  handle  and  deliver 
to  C  &  H  the  raw  sugar  and  molasses 
recovered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer  in  a  manner  which  is  no  less  favor¬ 
able  than  the  handling  and  delivery  to 
C  &  H  of  the  raw  sugar  and  molasses 
recovered  from  the  sugarcane  of  the 
processor.  The  processor  shall  promptly 
transmit  to  the  producer  the  amount  of 
gross  proceeds  received  for  the  sugar  and 
molasses  recovered  from  the  sugarcane 
of  the  producer,  less  the  applicable  proc¬ 
essing  rate,  and  less  the  expenses  paid 
by  the  processor,  as  agent  for  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  pursuant  to  the  toll  agreement. 
Handling  and  delivery  expenses  shall  be 
limited  to  those  direct  expenses  paid  by 
the  processor  as  agent  for  the  producer, 
but  shall  not  include  overhead  charges 
of  the  processor. 

(b)  Purchase  agreements.  (1)  The 
price  for  sugarcane  under  adherent 
planter  agreements  shall  be  not  less  than 
the  price  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  agreement  between  the  processor  and 
the  producer  applicable  to  the  prior  crop. 

(2)  The  price  for  the  producers’  share 
of  sugarcane  under  cultivation  contracts 
at  Laupahoahoe  Sugar  Co.  shall  be  not 
less  than  the  price  determined  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  agreement  between  the 
processor  and  the  producer  applicable  to 
the  prior  crop. 

(3)  The  price  for  sugarcane  under  in¬ 
dependent  grower  purchase  agreements 
shall  be  not  less  than  the  price  deter¬ 
mined  in  accordance  with  the  agreement 
between  the  processor  and  the  producer 
applicable  to  the  prior  crop:  Provided, 
'That  the  items  of  expense  which  may  be 
deducted  in  computing  net  returns  for 
the  1965  crop  shall  be  limited  to  the  same 
items  as  for  the  1964  crop,  except  that  if 
the  processor  incurs  handling  and  de¬ 
livery  expenses  otherwise  allowable  under 
the  agreement  and  which  are  incurred 
under  abnormal  conditions  which  the 
“State  Executive  Director”  (i.e.,  the  per¬ 
son  employed  to  be  responsible  for  the 
day-to-day  operations  of  ttie  Hawaii 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  State  Oflace,  or  any  employee 
in  such  office  acting  on  behalf  of  such 
person),  determines  justify  the  incur¬ 


rence  of  such  expenses,  such  expenses 
also  may  be  deducted. 

(c)  Sugarcane  weight  and  quality  de¬ 
termination.  The  determination  of  the 
net  weight  and  quality  of  the  sugaixane 
received  from  the  producer,  and  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  sugar  and  molasses  recoveries 
to  the  producer  shall  be  made  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  methods  customarily  used 
by  the  processor;  methods  which  have 
been  approved  by  the  Experiment  Station 
of  the  Hawaiian  Sugar  Planters  Associa¬ 
tion;  or  methods  agreed  upon  between 
the  processor  and  the  producer,  which 
will  refiect  the  true  weight  and  quality 
of  sugarcane  and  the  quantities  of  sugar 
and  molasses  recovered  from  the  sugar¬ 
cane  of  the  producer. 

(d)  Overhead  charges  for  services  fur¬ 
nished  to  producers.  If  the  processor, 
at  the  producer’s  request,  furnishes 
labor,  materials,  or  services  used  in  pro¬ 
ducing,  harvesting,  or  transporting  the 
producer’s  sugarcane,  or  transports  the 
producer’s  sugar  or  molasses  from  the 
mill  to  the  port  in  the  processor’s  own 
equipment,  the  processor  may  charge 
in  addition  to  the  direct  costs  of  such 
labor,  materials,  or  services,  the  appli¬ 
cable  overhead  expenses.  If  equipment 
is  charged  at  standard  or  budgeted  rates 
which  include  repair  and  maintenance 
charges,  and  such  rates  are  applied 
equally  to  both  the  processor’s  and  pro¬ 
ducer’s  producing,  harvesting,  and  trans¬ 
porting  operations,  such  rates  shall  be 
considered  as  the  direct  costs  for  use  of 
equipment.  Charges  for  applicable 
overhead  expenses  shall  be  based  on  esti¬ 
mated  current  budgets  and  adjusted 
after  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  so  as 
not  to  exceed  the  actual  costs  for  such 
year.  In  addition,  the  processor  may 
also  charge  a  profit  not  to  exceed  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  sum  of  the  direct  and  over¬ 
head  charges  for  such  labor,  materials, 
or  services.  Overhead  expenses  shall  be 
limited  to  those  which  are  properly  ap- 
portionable  under  generally  accepted  ac¬ 
counting  principles,  as  approved  by  the 
“State  Executive  Director.” 

(e)  Reporting  requirements.  ’The 
processor  shall  submit  to  the  “State 
Executive  Director”  a  certified  statement 
of  the  gross  proceeds  and  handling  and 
delivery  expenses  paid  under  (1)  pur¬ 
chase  agreements  providing  for  pa3mient 
for  sugarcane  based  upon  net  returns 
from  sugar  and  molasses,  and  (2)  toll 
and  agency  agreements  providing  for  the 
deduction  of  handling  and  delivery  ex¬ 
penses  on  sugar  and  molasses  from  the 
gross  proceeds  obtained  therefrom. 

(f)  Subterfuge.  The  processor  shall 
not  reduce  returns  to  the  producer  below 
those  determined  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  herein  through  any  subter¬ 
fuge  or  device  whatsoever. 

Statement  of  Bases  and  Considerations 

1.  General.  The  foregoing  determi¬ 
nation  establishes  the  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  rate  requirements  which  must  be 
met,  as  one  of  the  conditions  for  pay¬ 
ment  under  the  act,  by  a  producer  who 
processes  sugarcane  of  the  1965  crop 
grown  by  other  producers. 

2.  Requirements  of  the  act.  Section 
301(c)  (2)  of  the  act  provides,  as  a  con¬ 
dition  for  payment,  that  the  producer  on 
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the  farm  who  is  also,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  a  processor  of  sugarcane,  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Secretanr,  shall 
have  paid,  or  contracted  to  pay  und«: 
either  purchase  or  toll  agreements,  for 
any  sugarcane  grown  by  other  producers 
and  processed  by  him  at  rates  not  less 
than  those  that  may  be  determined  by 
the  Secretary  to  be  fair  and  reasonable 
after  investigation  and  due  notice  and 
opportunity  for  public  hearing. 

3.  Public  hearing — Puna  Sugar  Co. 
The  representative  of  this  company 
recommended  a  processing  rate  of  not 
less  than  38  percent  and  continuation 
of  the  profit  charge  allowed  on  services 
furnished  to  producers.  He  stated  that 
of  the  five  processing  rates  developed 
from  five-year  moving  average  cost  ra¬ 
tios  since  1956,  the  highest  rate  was 
38.83  percent,  the  lowest  rate  37.39  per¬ 
cent,  and  the  median  38.18  percent.  The 
witness  said  that  yields  of  sugar  per  acre 
had  declined  for  the  1964  crop  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  1963  crop  but  were  still 
over  10  percent  higher  than  for  the  1961 
and  earlier  crops;  that  because  of  im¬ 
proved  machinery  j^d  methods  in  the 
mill  and  In  the  harvesting  and  hauling 
operations,  the  company  has  been  able  to 
stabilize  service  charges  to  producers 
even  under  adverse  weather  conditions; 
and  that  1964  crop  net  receipts  per  acre 
to  producers,  before  ciiltivation  costs,  will 
be  the  third  highest  since  the  conver¬ 
sion  to  mechanical  harvesting  in  1956. 

The  representative  of  independent 
producers  at  Puna  recommended  a 
processing  rate  of  30  percent  for  the 
1965  crop,  the  disallowance  of  the  5  per¬ 
cent  profit  (diarge  on  services  furnished 
to  producers  by  the  plantation,  and  a 
change  in  the  delivery  point  from  “mlU” 
to  “loaded  in  trucks.”  The  witness  stated 
that  producers  made  a  profit  on  1963  crop 
operations  of  $15.65  per  ton  of  sugar,  but 
suffered  a  loss  on  the  1964  crop  of  $5.53 
per  ton  which  was  due  to  a  decline  in 
the  price  of  sugar.  Increases  in  cultiva¬ 
tion  costs,  increases  in  company  charges 
for  services,  and  a  reduction  in  sugar 
yield  from  8.73  tons  per  acre  for  the  1963 
crop  to  8.48  tons  for  the  1964  crop. 

Kohala  Sugar  Co.  The  representative 
of  Kohala  recommended  a  processing 
rate  of  35  percent  for  the  1965  crop,  and 
continuation  of  other  provisions  of  the 
1964  determination.  The  witness  stated 
that  1964  crop  sdelds  continued  to  reflect 
the  drought  conditions  of  1962  and  1963, 
but  started  to  improve  in  October  as  the 
result  of  better  moisture  conditions;  and 
that  operating  costs  had  increased  sub¬ 
stantially  during  the  past  2  years  due 
principally  to  increased  wage  rates,  and 
the  higher  costs  of  returning  the  drought 
affected  fields  to  production. 

A  representative  of  producers  at 
Kohala  recommended  a  processing  rate 
of  30  percent  for  the  1965  crop.  The 
witness  stated  that,  the  number  of  inde¬ 
pendent  producers  at  Kohala  continued 
to  decrease  because  of  increases  in  the 
rate  for  processing  and  in  wage  rates. 

C.  Brewer  and  Co.  (Representing 
Hilo,  Onomea,  Pepeekeo,  Paauhau,  Ha¬ 
waiian  Agriciiltural,  and  Hutchinson.) 
The  representative  of  these  sugar  com¬ 
panies  recommended  a  processing  rate  of 
47  percent  for  the  1965  crop,  and  con¬ 


tinuation  of  the  profit  charge  on  services 
furnished  producers.  The  witness  stated 
that  the  core  sampler  was  used  at  Hilo 
throughout  the  1964  crop  with  no  opera¬ 
tional  difficulties  and  to  the  apparent 
satisfaction  of  independent  producers; 
and  that  yields  of  sugar  per  acre  for 
independent  producers  had  increased 
during  the  past  3  years.  He  said  that 
producing  and  processing  costs  for  the 
5-year  period  1960-64  indicated  a  proc¬ 
essing  rate  of  47.45  percent,  and  for 
1964  only,  a  rate  of  47.64  percent.  In 
a  supplemental  brief  it  was  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  1965  crop  determina¬ 
tion  include  a  provision  that  direct  costs 
of  equipment  be  based  on  budgeted  costs 
ai>d  applied  equally  to  the  operations  of 
producers  and  processors. 

A  representative  of  producers  at  the 
Hawaiian  Agricultural  Co.  stated  that 

1964  was  the  first  full  crop  for  producers 
under  the  processing  and  agency  con¬ 
tract  and  that  producers  inciirred  a  loss 
of  $2.43  per  ton  of  sugar.  In  a  supple¬ 
mental  brief  the  witness  presented  cost 
data  indicating  a  processing  rate  of  44 
percent  for  the  1965  cr(H>. 

The  representative  of  producers  at  Hilo, 
Onomea,  and  Pepeekeo  sugar  companies 
recommended  that  the  5-percent  profit 
charge  allowed  on  services  furnished  to 
producers  by  the  companies  be  discon¬ 
tinued.  He  stated  that  producers  are 
not  satisfied  with  the  core  sampling 
method  for  determining  sugar  and  mo¬ 
lasses  credits  at  Hilo  and  would  like  to 
have  separate  grinding  of  their  sugar¬ 
cane.  In  a  supplemental  brief,  cor¬ 
rected  producer  cost  data  were  submitted 
indicating  a  loss  of  $12.47  per  ton  of 
sugar  for  the  1964  crop.  A  processing 
rate  of  37  percent  was  recommended. 

Laupahoehoe  Sugar  Co.  The  repre¬ 
sentative  of  this  company  recommended 
a  processing  rate  of  50  percent  for  the 

1965  crop;  and  that  approval  of  the  other 
types  of  agreements  at  Laupahoehoe  be 
extended  to  1965,  since  there  were  no 
changes  in  these  agreements.  He  sub¬ 
mitted  preliminary  cost  data  for  1964 
and  stated  that  cost  ratio  data  submitted 
at  previous  hearings  indicated  process¬ 
ing  rates  ranging  from  49  percent  in  1960 
to  51  percent  in  1963.  The  witness  fur¬ 
ther  stated  that  the  5-yeer  average  1960- 
64  cost  ratio  indicated  a  processing  rate 
of  50  percent. 

4.  1965  price  determination.  This  de¬ 
termination  continues  the  provisions  of 
the  1964  determination  and  provides  that 
a  processor  may  charge  budgeted  rates 
as  direct  costs  for  equipment  services 
furnished  producers  where  such  rates  are 
applied  equally  to  producers  and  proces¬ 
sors  producing,  harvesting,  and  trans¬ 
porting  operations. 

Consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
recommendations  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  the  hearing; 
to  the  returns,  costs,  and  profits  of  pro¬ 
ducing  and  processing,  sugarcane  ob¬ 
tained  by  a  recent  field  study  and  recast 
in  terms  of  prospective  price  and  produc¬ 
tion  conditions  for  the  1965  crop;  and 
to  other  pertinent  factors. 

The  recommendations  of  producers 
and  processors  for  changes  in  the  proc¬ 
essing  rates  applicable  to  several  of  the 
companies  have  been  considered.  Proc¬ 
essors  recommended  that  the  processing 


rate  be  based  on  the  most  recent  5-year 
average  cost  ratios  for  which  data  are 
available.  Producers  objected  to  this 
proposal  and  have  pointed  out  that  a  5- 
year  average  would  Include  some  years 
in  which  costs  were  not  normal  or  were 
not  yet  stabilized.  In  determining  proc¬ 
essing  rates  the  department  has  consid¬ 
ered  the  costs  of  prior  crops  projected  to 
the  present  on  the  basis  of  normal  crop 
conditions.  This  analyses  indicates  very 
little  change  in  the  cost  sharing  relation¬ 
ships,  and  therefore  the  processing  rates 
provided  in  this  determination  are 
deemed  to  be  equitable. 

The  recommendations  for  changes  in 
the  profit  charge  on  services  furnished  to 
producers  and  for  changes  in  the  delivery 
point  for  sugarcane  have  again  been  re¬ 
viewed.  It  is  believed  that  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  prior  determina¬ 
tion  continue  to  be  equitable  under  the 
circiunstances  and  therefore  the  recom¬ 
mendations  have  not  been  adopted. 

The  representatives  of  one  processor 
recommended  that  the  determination 
include  a  provision  under  which  the  di¬ 
rect  charges  for  equipment  furnished 
producers  would  be  based  on  budgeted 
rates  Including  repair  and  maintenance 
charge-out  rates.  The  witness  ex¬ 
plained  that  equipment  services  budgeted 
costs,  Includi^  repairs  and  mainte¬ 
nance,  are  based  on  experience  rates  in¬ 
volving  man-hours,  material  usage,  dol¬ 
lar  expenditures,  and  quantities  of  work 
performed,  and  are  adjusted  from  time 
to  time  to  recognize  changed  physical 
and  economic  conditions.  The  witness 
stated  such  rates  are  posted  and  fur¬ 
nished  to  producers  and  are  applied 
equally  in  processors  and  producers  op¬ 
erations.  The  recommendation  of  this 
processor  has  been  adopted. 

After  consideration  of  all  pertinent 
factors  this  determination  is  considered 
to  be  fair  and  reasonable.  Accordingly, 
I  hereby  find  and  conclude  that  the  fore¬ 
going  determination  will  effectuate  the 
price  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended. 

(Sec.  403,  31  Stat.  932;  7  UJS.C.  Sup.  1153. 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  301,  61  Stat.  929; 
7  n.S.C.  Sup.  1131,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  This  determination 
shall  become  effective  on  May  25,  1965, 
and  is  applicable  to  the  1965  crop  of 
Hawaiian  sugarcane. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  on  May 
25, 1965. 

Charles  S.  Murphy, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-5618;  Piled,  May  27,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 

Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[TJ>.  56414] 

PART  14 — APPRAISEMENT 

Antidumping;  Azobisformamide 
From  Japan 

Mat  20.  1965. 

Section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  UH.C.  160(a) ). 
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gives  the  Seci'etary  of  the  Treasury  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  determination  of  sales  at 
less  than  fair  value.  Pursuant  to  such 
authority  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
has  determined  that  azobisformamide 
fi’om  Japan  is  being,  or  is  likely  to  be, 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  section  201  <a)  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended. 

Section  201(a)  of  the  Antidiunping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ) , 
gives  the  United  States  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion  responsibility  for  determination  of 
injury  or  likelihood  of  injury.  The 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  has  de¬ 
termined,  and  on  April  27,  1965,  it  noti¬ 
fied  the  Secrtary  of  the  Treasury  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is  being 
injured  by  reason  of  the  importation  of 
azobisformamide  from  Japan,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended. 

On  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  I  hereby  make  public  these  de¬ 
terminations,  which  constitute  a  finding 
of  dumping  with  respect  to  azobisforma¬ 
mide  from  Japan. 

Section  14.13(b)  of  the  Customs  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  amended  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  to  the  list  of  findings  of  dumping 
currently  in  effect: 


Merchandise 

Country 

T.D. 

56414 

(Secs.  201, 407, 42  Stat.  11,  as  amended,  18;  19 
U.S.C.  160, 173) 


[SEAL]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[PJt.  Doc.  65-5601;  Piled,  May  27,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  ol  the  Air 
Force 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

(Chapter  Vn  is  amended  as  follows: 

SUBCHAPTER  K — MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 
SCHOOLS 

PART  903 — AVIATION  CADET 
TRAINING;  NAVIGATOR 

In  Subchapter  K,  Part  903  is  deleted 
and  reserved. 


SUBCHAPTER  W— AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

Subchapter  W  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  1001— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Subpart  A — Introduction 

1.  Section  1001.109-2  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1001.109—2  ASPR  deviations  affecting 
one  contract  or  transaction. 

(a)  Deviations  which  do  not  require 
action  by  the  Secretary  and  which  af¬ 
fect  a  specific  contract  or  procurement 
may  be  made  by  (1)  The  Director  or 


Deputy  Director  of  Procurement  Policy, 
DCS/S&L,  Hq  USAF;  or  (2)  by  either 
the  Chief  of  the  Division  or  Office  at  Hq 
USAF  designated  as  the  Responsible 
Office  (RO)  for  the  section,  subpart  or 
part  of  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I  of  this 
title  from  which  the  deviation  is  re¬ 
quested;  or  (3)  subject  to  the  limitations 
contained  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (il)  of 
this  section,  by  the  APLC  and  APSC  Pro¬ 
curement  Committees.  Coordination  as 
to  form  and  legality  will  be  effected  prior 
to  approval  of  a  deviation. 

(b)  Requests  for  deviations  will  in¬ 
clude  complete  justification  and  be  for¬ 
warded  through  channels  in  sufficient 
copies  so  that  two  copies  will  be  avail¬ 
able  to  Hq  USAF. 

(1)  Requests  by  AFSC  activities  and 
by  the  Office  of  Aerospace  Research  will 
be  sent  to  AFSC  (SCK-3) . 

(2)  Requests  by  AFLC  activities  and 
other  major  commands,  except  those  in 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  will 
be  sent  to  AFLC  (MCPC) , 

(c)  Procurement  Committees  will:  (1) 
Serially  number  each  request  for  devi¬ 
ation  as  received  and  will  forward  one 
copy  to  Hq  USAF  (AFSPP-S) .  To  main¬ 
tain  uniformity,  the  niimbering  will  con¬ 
sist  of  the  letters  “ASPR,”  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  procurement  committee  of 
receipt,  fiscal  year,  and  a  serial  number 
of  the  request  for  deviation  received  that 
fiscal  year.  (Example:  ASPRr-MCJPCJ- 
65-1, 2, 3,  etc.) 

(2)  Accomplish  a  review  and  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  requested  deviation: 

(i)  If  sufficient  justification  for  the 
deviation  does  not  exist,  deny  the  request. 
A  copy  of  the  letter  of  denial  wUl  be 
furnished  to  Hq  USAF  (AFSPP-S) . 

(ii)  If  the  request  for  deviation  is  con¬ 
curred  with  and  time  is  not  of  the  es¬ 
sence  the  request  for  deviation  with  the 
Procurement  Committee  recommenda¬ 
tions  will  be  submitted  to  Hq  USAF 
(AFSPP-S)  for  action. 

(iii)  If  the  request  for  deviation  is 
concurred  with  and  the  exigency  of  the 
situation  requires  immediate  action,  the 
deviation  will  be  approved  after  coordi¬ 
nation  with  the  Procurement  Committee 
of  the  Command  which  has  primary  re¬ 
sponsibility  (OPR)  for  the  section,  sub¬ 
part  or  part  of  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I 
of  this  title  from  which  the  deviation 
is  being  considered.  A  copy  of  the  letter 
approving  the  deviation  together  with 
complete  data  and  justification  devel¬ 
oped  during  the  review  and  evaluation 
process  will  be  submitted  to  Hq  USAF 
(AFSPP-S) . 

(d)  Written  notice  of  deviation  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (I&L) 
and  to  the  other  military  departments 
and  Defense  Supply  Agency  will  be  made 
by  the  Directorate  of  Procurement  Pol¬ 
icy,  Hq  USAF. 

2.  In  §  1001.109-51  a  reference  is  in¬ 
serted  in  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)  and  in  the  first  sentence  of  the  in¬ 
troductory  portion  of  paragraph  (d) .  As 
amended  these  portions  read  as  follows: 

§  1001.109—51  Deviation*,  contract 
clauses. 

(a)  Deviations  from  clauses  prescribed 
in  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I  of  this  title 
and  this  subchapter  will  be  held  to  a 


minimmn  and  will  not  be  made  unless 
approved  as  required  by  S  1001.109-2, 

S  1001.109-3,  or  §  1001.109-50(a).  Devi- 
ations  from  SS  1004.2002(a)  and  1007.- 
3603,  Part  1(c)  of  this  subchapter  may 
be  approved  only  at  SecretariaJ  level  of 
the  Air  Force. 

#  *  •  «  • 

(d)  Administrative  approval:  All  pro- 
I>osed  contract  clause  deviations  will  be  ^ 
submitted  for  approval  as  set  forth  in 
:  1001.109-2,  §  1001.109-3,  or  S  1001.109- 
50(a)  before  submitting  the  contract  to 
the  contractor  for  signatme.  Requests 
for  approval  will  be  in  writing  and  will 
include: 

#  •  ’  •  •  • 

Subpart  D — Procurement  Responsi¬ 
bility  and  Authority 

1.  In  §  1001. 453 (m)  the  references  in 
sub];>aragraph  (7)  are  amended.  The 
subiparagraph  now  reads  as  follows: 

§  1001.453  Delegation*  of  authority. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(m)  *  •  • 

(7)  Blanket  Purchase  agreements  as 
set  forth  in  §  3.605  of  this  title  and 
§  1003.605  of  this  subchapYter. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §  1001.454(d),  subparagraph  (1) 
and  its  subdivisions  (i)  and  (ill),  and 
subdivision  (iii)  of  subi>aragraph  (2)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1001.454  Authority  to  designate  con¬ 
tracting  officers  and  their  representa¬ 
tives. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(d)  Heads  of  procuring  activities 
(Commanders,  AFLC  and  AFSC). 

(1)  The  authority  of  the  Commander, 
AFLC.  as  set  forth  in  §  1.401  of  this  title 
and  this  section,  has  been  delegated  to 
the  Director,  Deputy  Director  and  the 
Assistant  to  the  Director  of  the  Direc¬ 
torate  of  Procurement  and  Production. 
Hq  AFLC,  with  pwwer  of  redelegation, 
who  may  ^so  designate  i>ersons  assigned 
to  any  AFLC  activity  as  contracting  offi¬ 
cers  and  representatives  thereof.  Fur¬ 
ther  redelegation  has  been  made  to  the 
officials  listed  in  the  following  subdivi¬ 
sions.  Except  as  spiecified,  exercise  of 
the  authority  is  limited  to  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  Piersons  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  designating  authority. 

(i)  Commanders  and  vice  commanders 
of  major  air  commands  with  piower  of 
redelegation  limited  to  the  level  of  a 
staff  officer  responsible  for  procurement 
within  command  headquarters  and 
within  the  headquarters  of  the  first  ech¬ 
elon  of  command  immediately  subordi¬ 
nate  to  a  major  command.  These  i>er- 
sonnel  are  also  authorized  to  a];H>oint 
contracting  officers  (but  not  representa¬ 
tives  of  contracting  officers)  in  organi¬ 
zations  of  a  Unified  or  Spiecifled  Com¬ 
mand  when  their  subordinate  organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  major  air  command  has  lo¬ 
gistic  suppxirt  respionsibilities  for  such 
units,  and  the  commanders  exercising 
this  authority  have  command  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  individuals  so  appointed. 

»  •  •  •  • 

(iii)  Commanders  and  deputy  com¬ 
manders  of  air  procurement  regions 
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(APRE  and  APRFE) ,  who  may  also  des¬ 
ignate  persons  under  the  Jurisdiction  of 
other  AF  commands  as  representatives 
of  contracting  officers  (but  not  as  con¬ 
tracting  officers). 

•  •  •  *  • 

(2)  •  *  • 

(ill)  Commanders  and  deputy  com¬ 
manders,  contract  management  regions/ 
AF  contract  management  division,  who 
may  also  designate  persons  not  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  designating  authority, 
including  persons  under  the  Jurisdiction 
of  other  AF  commands,  as  representa¬ 
tives  of  contracting  officers.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  designate  property  admin¬ 
istrators  and  plant  clearance  officers  as 
representatives  of  administrative  con¬ 
tracting  officers  on  property  matters  and 
disposition  of  contractor  inventory,  re¬ 
spectively,  may  be  further  redelegated 
to  chiefs,  contract  management  districts, 
test  site  offices,  and  AF  plant  represent¬ 
atives  without  power  of  further  redele¬ 
gation. 

#  •  •  •  * 
Subpart  I — Responsible  Prospective 
Contractors 

1.  In  S  1001.902-2(a)  subparagraph 
(7)  is  amended  by  changing  “made”  to 
“make,”  and  subparagraph  (8)  is  re¬ 
vised.  These  subparagraphs  now  read 
as  follows: 

§  1001.902—2  Exemptions. 

(a)  •  •  * 

(7)  Contracts  written  under  author¬ 
ity  of  Public  Law  85-804  which  msdce 
formal /informal  commitments,  amend 
without  consideration,  or  correct  mis¬ 
takes. 

(8)  The  procurement  is  for  Research 
(614),  Exploratory  Development  (624), 
or  Advanced  Development  (634) ;  how¬ 
ever,  if  a  fixed-price  type  of  contract  is 
contemplated,  a  financial  clearance  will 
be  obtained.  Should  any  purchase  ac¬ 
tion  (new  contract  or  supplemental 
agreement)  represent  an  extension  of 
work  previously  performed  satisfactorily, 
this  financial  clearance  may  be  waived 
if: 

(i)  The  dollar  value  of  the  proposed 
procurement  action  when  added  to  the 
sum  of  all  preceding  actions  extending 
the  work  does  not  in  the  aggregate  ex¬ 
ceed  the  total  of  the  basic  contract. 

(ii)  Not  more  than  one  year  has  ex¬ 
pired  since  award  of  the  basic  contract. 

•  #  4  •  • 

2.  In  S  1001.902-3  the  symbols  have 
been  amended  and  the  last  two  sentences 
have  been  deleted.  Section  1001.902-3 
now  reads  as  follows: 

§  1001.902—3  Financial  clearance. 

Financial  clearance  is  required  prior 
to  award  of  a  contract  described  in 
5  1001.902-2(b)  (5).  If  a  complete  FCR 
is  not  obtained  for  any  reason,  financial 
clearance  is  required  prior  to  award  of 
any  contract  if  the  prospective  contrac¬ 
tor  requests  advance  payments  or  un¬ 
usual  progress  payments.  (See  Part 
163,  Subchapter  E,  Chapter  I  of  this 
title.)  No  further  financial  clearance 
is  required  for  any  contractor  on  the  ap¬ 
proved  "Prior  Financial  Clearance  List,” 
No.  103- — 6 
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within  the  limits  outlined  in  the  list,  un¬ 
less  (a)  the  prospective  contractor  has 
requested  advance  pa3onents  or  unusual 
(progress  payments  or,  (b)  if,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  FCR  activity,  or  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer,  as  indicated  in  his  re¬ 
quest  for  an  FC^R,  the  proposed  contract 
might  impose  a  serious  burden  on  the 
contractor’s  ability  to  perform.  (See 
E-212.52,  §  1030.5  of  this  subchapter.) 
Contracting  officers  may  request  finan¬ 
cial  clearance  from  the  FCR  activity  hav¬ 
ing  contract  administration  Jurisdiction 
or  from  AFSC  (SCKPF),  whichever  is 
nearer.  To  obtain  financial  clearance, 
indicate  on  the  request  for  FCTl  “Fi¬ 
nancial  Clearance  Only”  and  include 
answers  to  items  6  through  13  of  AFPI 
Form  63.  Items  14  through  20  will  be 
marked  “N/A”  (not  applicable)  if  such 
is  the  case.  If  the  clearance  is  granted 
by  other  than  SCKPF,  the  activity  grant¬ 
ing  the  clearance  will  furnish  a  com¬ 
pleted  AFPI  Form  63C,  FCR  Financial 
Action  Summary,  to  SITKPF.  AFPI 
Form  63C  is  required  for  every  FCTl  ex¬ 
cept  when  financial  clearance  is  given 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the  “Prior 
Financial  Clearance  List.”  See  question 
two’ under  §  1001.905-2  (a) . 


PART  1003— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart  A — Use  of  Negotiation 
§  1003.101-50  [Amended! 

1.  Section  1003.101-50  is  amended  by 
the  deletion  of  all  of  paragraph  (c) . 

§§  1003.110,1003.112  [Deleted] 

2.  Sections  1003.110  and  1003.112  are 
deleted. 

Subpart  E — Solicitations  of  Proposals 
and  Quotations 

Section  1003.ioi(b)  (4)  through  (16) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1003.501  Preparation  of  request  for 
proposals  or  request  for  quotations. 

#  «  <  •  • 

(b)  •  *  * 

(4)  For  competitive  procurements 
estimated  to  exceed  $2,500  the  proce¬ 
dures  in  §  2.202-1  of  this  title  will  be  fol¬ 
lowed  in  establishing  closing  dates  except 
for  the  following  cases : 

(I)  Items  or  services  where  solicitation 
is  to  be  made  to  the  prime  contractor 
and/or  known  sources  which  have  sat¬ 
isfactorily  furnished  the  items  or  serv¬ 
ices,  the  contracting  officer  may  allow 
less  than  30  days  (i.e.,  what  is  reasonable 
for  that  particular  procurement)  for 
submission  of  proposals. 

(II)  Central  procurement  solicitations 
of  spare  parts  to  prime  contractors  or 
known  sources  which  previously  have 
satisfactorily  furnished  the  parts.  Con¬ 
tracting  officers  may  determine  a  reason¬ 
able  period. 

(ill)  APRE  and  APRFE  chiefs  of  pro¬ 
curement  are  authorized  to  approve 
shorter  closing  dates. 

(iv)  For  procurements  where  both 
technical  and  cost  proposals  are  re¬ 
quested,  the  contracting  officer  may  set 
the  closing  date  for  receipt  of  the  cost 
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proposal  later  than  the  technical  pro¬ 
posal,  normally  10  days. 

(5)  to  (9)  No  Implementation. 

(10)  to  (12)  [Reserved] 

(13)  to  (16)  No  implementation. 

*  *  •  •  • 
Subpart  F — Small  Purchases 
§§  1003.602-1003.609  [Deleted] 

1.  Sections  1003.602  through  1003.609 
are  deleted. 

2.  New  S§  1003.605  through  1003.608-8 
are  added  as  follows: 

§  1003.605  Blanket  purchase  agreement 
(BPA). 

§  1003.605—2  Limitation  on  use. 

(a)  When  BPAs  are  used  for  procure¬ 
ments  from  (Government  established 
sources  on  indefinite  delivery  contracts 
as  authorized  by  §  3.603-1  (a)  of  this  title, 
each  call  is  not  limited  to  $2,500. 

(b)  BPAs  against  indefinite  delivery 
contracts  will  not  exceed  the  period  of 
subject  contract. 

§  1003.605—3  Establishment  of  blanket 
purchase  agreements. 

(a)  No  implementation. 

(b)  The  “General  Provisions  of  Pur¬ 
chase  Order”  will  not  be  applicable  to 
BPAs  issued  against  indefinite  delivery 
contracts. 

(c)  The  accounting  and  finance  office 
will  be  furnished  information  on  obliga¬ 
tion  of  funds  by  one  of  the  following 
methods: 

(1)  A  copy  of  the  call  register  showing 
the  totals  of  the  appropriations  obligated 
and  signed  by  the  contracting  officer  will 
be  furnished  at  the  end  of  each  month. 
When  calls  are  placed  by  the  requiring 
activity  (paragraph  (f)  (5)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  ,  a  copy  of  the  register  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  contracting  officer  for  this 
purpose  unless  a  different  method  is 
specified  in  Part  1004  of  this  subchapter. 

(2)  Where  the  procurement  office  uses 
DD  Form  250,  DD  Form  1155,  or  informal 
correspondence  as  a  call  document  a  copy 
of  the  document  may  be  signed  by  the 
contracting  officer  and  furnished  dally 
or  periodically  during  the  month. 

(d)  The  annotation  is  not  required  for 
BPAs  issued  against  indefinite  delivery 
contracts. 

(e)  Terms  and  conditions:  Where 
BPAs  are  issued  8«ainst  indefinite  de¬ 
livery  contracts,  a  statement  will  be 
placed  on  the  BPA  that  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  basic  contract  apply. 
Accordingly,  the  terms  and  conditions  re¬ 
quired  by  §  3.605-3(f)  (1)  through  (8)  of 
this  title  may  be  modified  or  omitted  if 
in  conflict  with  the  basic  contract. 

(1)  through  (4)  No  Implementation. 

(5)  Individuals  assigned  to  requiring 
activities  not  under  the  direct  supervision 
of  a  contracting  officer  will  only  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  place  calls  when  the  BPA  is 
issued  against  a  basic  indefinite  delivery 
contract  and  only  for  supplies  or  services 
that  do  not  lend  themselves  to  normal 
requisitioning  procedure  (e.g.,  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  supplies  or  services  are  unable  to 
be  determined  until  shortly  before  or  at 
the  time  of  delivery) .  and  scheduling  of 
deliveries  are  required  on  a  daily,  weekly, 
etc.,  basis.  Placing  of  calls  by  the  re¬ 
quiring  activity  is  limited  to: 
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(i)  Products  listed  on  DSSC  Brand 
Name  Contracts. 

(ii)  Commissary  req\ilrements  not 
listed  in  DSSC  Brand  Name  Contracts. 

(ill)  All  services  of  a  recurring  nature. 

§  1003.607  Use  of  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  or  departmental  procurement 
forms. 

§  1003.607—2  Establishment  of  imprest 
funds. 

(a)  (1)  If  the  imprest  fund  cashier  is 
authorized  to  make  purchases,  the  fund 
will  be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  base 
(or  activity)  procurement  ofllcer.  Ex¬ 
ceptions  are: 

(1)  Isolated  activities. 

(ii)  Base  hospital  when  needed  to 
make  immediate  purchases. 

(iii)  Deployed  tactical  organizations 
tmder  emergency  conditions. 

(iv)  Research  laboratories  or  highly 
technical  functions  subject  to  prior  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  the  major  air  command 
of  the  host  base. 

(2)  If  the  imprest  fund  cashier  is  not 
authorized  to  make  purchases,  the  fund 
may  be  established  at  a  convenient  loca¬ 
tion  on  the  base  for  pasmient  of  vendors 
or  carriers  (e.g.,  base  supply  receiving). 

(3)  Written  approval  will  be  obtained 
from  Hq  AFLC  (MCPPL) ,  through  com¬ 
mand  channels,  prior  to  establishment 
of  imprest  funds  other  than  authorized 
in  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this 
paragraph. 

(b)  No  implementation. 

(c)  (1)  No  implementation. 

(2)  Requests  for  appointment  will  be 
processed  by  the  procurement  office  re¬ 
sponsible  for  procurement  support  of  the 
unit  to  which  the  imprest  fimd  cashier 
is  assigned.  The  request  will  be  for¬ 
warded  through  the  disbursing  office  to 
the  installation  commander  for  approval. 

(1)  and  (ii)  No  implementation. 

(iii)  Authority  to  make  purchases,  if 
necessary. 

(iv)  and  (v)  No  implementation. 

(vl)  The  number  of  the  position  bond 
need  not  be  shown  when  an  AF  position 
schedule  bond  applies.  A  statement  will 
be  included  that  the  position  is  covered 
by  an  AF  position  schedule  bond. 

(vii)  The  alphabetic  suffix  assigned,  if 
any  (see  §  1003.607-4(f)  (2) ). 

(d)  Safeguarding  imprest  funds:  Im¬ 
prest  funds  will  be  kept  in  a  fire  resistant 
safe  or  file  cabinet  with  a  3  position,  dial- 
type  combination  lock. 

§  1003.607—3  Conditions  for  use. 

(a)  and  (b)  No  implementation. 

(c)  (1)  No  implementation. 

(2)  Requests  for  quotation  from 
sources  outside  the  metropolitan  area 
will  be  requested  f  .o.b.  destination  so  that 
vendor  is  responsible  for  payment  of 
transportation  charges  to  the  common 
carrier. 

§  1003.607—4  Procedures. 

(a)  The  total  amount  of  material  or 
services  ordered  will  not  exceed  the  avail¬ 
able  balance  of  cash  on  hand. 

(b)  and  (c)  No  implementation. 

(d)  AF  Form  763,  Interim  Receipt  for 
Cash,  may  be  used. 

(e)  When  a  DD  Form  1155  or  Standard 
Form  1165  is  used,  the  wording  in  the 


space  provided  for  cash  receipt  need  not 
be  changed,  nor  should  a  stamp  be  used, 
(f)  (1)  No  Implementation. 

(2)  The  subvoucher  niunber  will  con¬ 
sist  of  the  last  two  numbers  of  the  fiscal 
year  in  which  prepared,  followed  by  the 
letter  which  identifies  the  cash  account 
(A,  B,  etc.)  . followed  by  a  dash  and  serial 
number  for  the  fiscal  year  (e.g.,  65A-1, 
65A-2,  etc.).  The  number  may  be  as¬ 
signed  at  the  time  the  order  is  placed 
with  the  vendor  to  provide  proper  identi¬ 
fication  for  followup,  receiving,  and  pay¬ 
ment.  Subvouchers  will  be  registered  on 
AFPI  Form  3E.  Imprest  fund  cashiers 
outside  the  procurement  office  will  fur¬ 
nish  a  copy  of  ttie  register  to  the  bsise 
procurement  officer  of  the  support  base 
to  arrive  by  the  third  work  day  of  each 
month. 

§  1003.608-2  Order  for  supplies  or 
services  (DD  Forms  1155,  1155r, 
1155c,  1155C-1,  and  1155s). 

(a)  to  (c)  No  Implementation. 

(d)  (1)  No  implementation. 

(2)  Purchase  and  delivery  orders  will 
be  niunbered  according  to  §  1053.201  of 
this  subchapter. 

§  1003.608-4  Use  of  DD  Form  1155s 
with  the  DD  Form  1155. 

(a)  No  implementation. 

(b)  DD  Forms  1319  and  1320  will  be 
used  to  modify  purchase  and  delivery 
orders. 

§  1003.608-6  Use  of  DD  Form  1155  as 
a  delivery  order. 

(a)  Under  call  procurement  arrange¬ 
ments  (§  1003.409-50)  and  basic  ordering 
agreements  (S  3.410-2  of  this  title). 

§  1003.608—8  Order-invoice-voucher 
method. 

(a)  to  (c)  No  implementation. 

(d)  AF  activities  will  use  DD  Form 
1155  as  an  order-invoice-voucher  in  lieu 
of  Standard  Form  44  except  that  individ¬ 
uals  or  teams  operating  in  remote  loca¬ 
tions  may  use  Standard  Form  44. 


PART  1004 — SPECIAL  TYPES  AND 
METHODS  OF  PROCUREMENT 

Subpart  X — Contract  Vehicle 
Maintenance 

In  S  1004.2402  paragraphs  (a)  and  (e) 
(1)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1004.2402  Contracts  for  vehicle 
maintenance. 

(a)  General.  The  contracting  officer 
will  select  the  type  of  contract  which  will 
afford  maximum  competition  from  quali¬ 
fied  sources.  Blanket  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  will  be  Issued  according  to  S  1003.- 
605-3(f)  (5)  of  this  subchapter  when  in¬ 
definite  delivery  type  contracts  are  used. 

(e)  Scheduling  work.  (1)  The  vehicle 
maintenance  activity  will  maintain  a  sep¬ 
arate  Contract  Vehicle  Maintenance 
Work  Order  Control  Register,  AFPI 
Form  36,  for  each  vehicle  maintenance 
contract  or  accounting  classification  to  be 
used  thereunder.  Each  monthly  regis¬ 
ter  will  be  identified  with  the  contract 
number  and  the  BPA  number  Issued  by 


the  contracting  officer,  nils  activity 
will,  at  the  same  time,  maintain  a  run¬ 
ning  balance  on  funds  certified  on  the 
contract  (if  indefinite  quantity  type)  or 
BPA. 

•  •  •  •  • 
Subpart  Y — Packing  and  Crating 

Former  §  1004.2502  is  deleted  and  the 
following  is  inserted  as  follows: 

§  1004.2502  Placement  of  calls  against 
basic  contract. 

The  procedures  established  herein  pro¬ 
vide  for  placement  of  calls  by  an  individ¬ 
ual  located  in  the  base  procurement  of¬ 
fice,  a  person  designated  by  a  BPA  un¬ 
der  S  1003.605-3(f )  (5)  of  this  subchapter, 
or  a  contracting  officer  located  in  the 
transportation  office  against  a  BPA  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  contracting  officer  (base 
procurement)  for  a  specified  period  in  an 
estimated  amoimt. 

(a)  to  (c)  No  Implementation. 

(c)  Calls  will  be  niunbered  according 
to  S  1003.605-3 (c)  of  this  subchapter. 

Subpart  XX — Nonappropriated  Fund 
Contracts 

In  §  1004.5002-2  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1004.5002—2  Construction  or  archi¬ 
tect-engineer  contracts  funded  with 
a  combination  of  appropriated  and 
nonappropriated  funds. 

(a)  These  contracts  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  the  same  marmer  as  an  appro¬ 
priated  fund  procurement  except  con¬ 
tracting  officers  and  accounting  and  fi¬ 
nance  officers  will  be  furnished  written 
documentation  stating  that  the  appro¬ 
priate  AF  level  welfare  board  or  fund 
has  approved  the  use  of  the  nonappro¬ 
priated  funds  and  assuring  that  such 
funds  will  be  made  available  when  re¬ 
quired  for  payments  under  the  contract. 
Documentation  showing  administrative 
approval  to  expend  the  funds  will  be 
furnished  by  the  activity  authorized  to 
administratively  approve  the  expendi¬ 
ture  according  to  Table  3  in  AFR  176-1 
(General  Policies  and  Operating  Princi¬ 
ples).  Documentation  assuring  avail¬ 
ability  of  funds  will  be  signed  by  the  Cus¬ 
todian  of  the  particular  Fund  which  is 
providing  the  funds. 

•  •  •  #  • 

PART  1(X)5— INTERDEPARTMENTAL 
AND  COORDINATED  PROCURE¬ 
MENT 

The  heading  of  Part  1005  is  amended 
to  read  as  shown. 

Subpart  A — Procurement  Under  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Schedule  Contracts 
§  1005.106  [Amended] 

In  1  1005.106(a)  (4)  “(General  Accoimt- 
Ing  Office”  has  been  amended  to  read 
“AFAFC  (SAA).” 

PART  1006— FOREIGN  PURCHASES 

Subpart  T — Offshore  Procurement 

In  !  1006.2005  the  introductory  portion 
of  paragraph  (c)  is  amended  as  follows, 
and  subparagraph  (3)  is  deleted: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Friday,  May  28,  1965 

§  1006.2005  Prohibitions. 

•  •  «  •  * 

(c)  Pur  chafes  from  sources  in  the 
continental  United  States.  With  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  proctirement  activities 
listed  in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  contracting  officers  in  oversea 
commands,  including  United  States  pos¬ 
sessions,  will  not  normally  effect  base 
procurement  of  supply  items  from 
sources  within  the  continental  United 
States.  However,  urgent  requirements, 
including  Medical  Supplies,  which  are 
readily  available  from  CONUS  sources 
may  be  procured,  provided  these  procure¬ 
ments  are  consistent  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  balance  of  payments 
program.  When  supplies  are  not  avail¬ 
able  for  base  procurement  from  sources 
in  the  oversea  area,  and  the  purchase  is 
not  for  an  urgent  requirement  procured, 
from  a  CONUS  source  the  procedures 
contained  in  paragraph  26,  Chapter  8, 
Part  One,  Volume  I,  APM  67-1  will  be 
followed. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  [Deleted] 

•  •  •  •  * 


PART  1007— CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

Subpart  Y,  Clauses  and  Arrangements 
for  Letter  Contracts,  is  deleted  and 
reserved. 

Subpart  NN — Special  Clauses 

1.  In  S  1007.4028(a),  clause  paragraph 
(c)  (3)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1007.4028  EUdimated  requirements. 

(a)  *  •  • 

Estimated  Requibbments  (Januart  1963) 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(3)  Wnen  it  is  contemplated  that  a  BP  A 
wUl  be  used  to  place  requirements  against 
the  contract,  the  third  sentence  of  Para¬ 
graph  (b)  may  be  changed  to  "Delivery 
orders  or  blanket  purchase  agreements  for 
supplies  or  services  shall  be -issued  by  the 
Contracting  Officer  in  writing,  dated  and 
numbered."  Subparagraph  (11)  will  be 
deleted. 

•  •  •  *  ♦ 

§  1007.4046  [Deleted] 

2.  Section  1007.4046  is  deleted. 

3.  In  S  1007.4048  the  reference  to  AFR 
86-6  in  clause  paragraph  (b)  is  deleted. 
This  paragraph  now  reads  as  follows: 

§  1007.4048  Safety  precautions  for  ull 
types  of  dangerous  materials. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Satett  Prbcautions  roa  Dangerous 
Materials  (November  1964) 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  Contractor  shall  comply  with  the 
Intent  of  applicable  portions  of  AF  Technical 
Orders  llC-1-6,  42B1-1-6,  Ob-llON-3;  AP 
Manuals  160-39,  127-100,  71-4,  75-2;  and 
Manufacturing  Chemists’  Aaaoclatlon,  Inc., 
Manual  L-l,  entitled  "Warning  Labels,"  In 
addition  to  applicable  local,  state  and  federal 
ordinances,  laws,  and  codes,  including  latest 
changes,  revisions  and/or  supplements  there¬ 
to,  In  effect  on  the  date  of  this  contract.  In 
the  development,  testing,  storage,  manufac¬ 
ture,  packaging,  transportation,  handling, 
disposal,  or  use  of  dangerous  materials,  which 
may  affect  the  performance  of  this  contract, 
whether  such  performance  la  on  premises 


controlled  by  the  Oovernment  or  otherwise. 
The  Contractor  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  shippers  certificate  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  AFM  71-4  If  shipment  of  danger¬ 
ous  materials  is  to  be  made  by  military  air 
<»r  to  an  aerial  port  of  embarkation.  The 
Contractor  shall  also  comply  with  any  addi¬ 
tional  safety  measures  required  by  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  with  regard  to  such  danger¬ 
ous  materials;  provided,  that  If  cmnpllance 
with  such  additional  safety  measures  results 
In  a  material  increase  in  the  cost  or  time  of 
performance  of  the  contract,  an  equitable 
adjustment  will  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  clause  hereof  entitled  "Changes.” 

•  «  «  m  ^ 


PART  1010— BONDS  AND 
INSURANCE 

Subpart  O,  Special  Casualty  Insurance 
Rating  Plans,  is  deleted  and  reserved. 


PART  1013— GOVERNMENT 
PROPERTY 

Subpart  A — General 

§§  1013.103, 1013.103-50  [Deleted] 

Sections  1013.103  and  1013.103-50  are 
deleted. 


PART  1016— PROCUREMENT  FORMS 

Subpart  C,  Purchase  and  Delivery  Or¬ 
der  Forms,  is  deleted  and  reserved. 

Subpart  E — Special  Contract  and 
Order  Forms 
§  1016.502-1  [Deleted] 

Section  1016.502-1  is  deleted. 

PART  1030— APPENDIXES  TO  AIR 
FORCE  PROCUREMENT  INSTRUC¬ 
TION 

In  §  1030.2  Item  B-206  in  Part  II  is  re¬ 
vised  and  in  Item  B-304.1  in  Part  III 
paragraph  (d)  (5)  and  (6)  is  amended 
and  a  new  paragraph  (e)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1030.2  Appendix  B — Manual  for  con¬ 
trol  of  Government  property  in  pos- 
Aesxion  of  contractors. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Part  11 — General  Provisions 
•  •  •  •  • 
B-206  Segregation  or  commingling  of 
Government  property  and  contractor’s  prop¬ 
erty.  (a)  No  Implementation. 

(b)  Approval  will  be  granted  by  the  prop¬ 
erty  administrator  on  a  case  by  case  basis 
where  it  can  be  demonstrated  through  the 
exercise  of  inventory  controls.  Including  the 
equitable  apportionment  of  inventory  losses 
that  such  action  is  advantageous ,  to  the 
Oovernment. 

(c)  No  implementation. 

(d)  Criteria  for  approval  will  be  that  set 

forth  in  paragraph  (b)  above. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Part  III— Records  To  Be  Maintained 
•  •  •  •  • 

B-304.1  Records  of  material.  •  •  * 

(d)  •  •  • 

(5)  Items  (such  as  maintenance  and  re¬ 
pair  parts  to  plant  equipment)  which  are 
produced  for  direct  charge  to  a  contract, 
procured  and  Issued  for  installation  upon 
receipt,  and  Involve  no  spoilage. 

(6)  Items  issued  from  contractor’s  inven¬ 
tory  directly  to  production,  maintenance,  etc. 
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(e)  Multicontract  cost  and  material  con¬ 
trol  :  ( 1 )  No  implementation. 

(2)  Authorization.  Requests  for  approval 
to  use  multicontract  cost  and  material  con¬ 
trol  systems  will  be  processed  through  inter¬ 
mediate  command  echelons  to  AfLC 
(MCPKF)  or  AFSC  (SCRAP),  as  apfxoprlate, 
on  a  case  by  case  basis.  Documentation  in 
support  of  requests  will  substantiate  that 
contractor’s  proposed  system  meets  criteria 
for  approval  as  set  forth  in  Part  30,  {  302, 
item  304.1(e)(1)  (111)  of  this  title. 

•  •  •  •  * 

In  §  1030.5  the  following  amendments 
to  Part  n — Basic  Policies  are  made: 

§  1030.5  Appendix  E — Contract  Financ¬ 
ing. 

1.  In  item  E-212.52,  paragraph  (b)  has 
been  amended  and  now  reads  as  follows: 

E-212.S2  Procedures.  •  •  • 

(b)  If  any  of  the  conditions  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  exist,  procurement  and/or 
contract  management  personnel  will  submit 
the  matter  through  normal  procurement 
channels  to  AFSC  (SCB3>F),  OAR.  or  Hq 
TJSAF  as  appropriate.  SCKPF  or  OAR,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  will  determine  whether  approval 
may  be  granted  directly,  or  is  required  either 
by  a  general  officer  at  Hq  AFSC  or  by  Hq 
USAF  according  to  Part  163,  Subchapter  E, 
Chiq>ter  I  of  this  title,  particularly  {  163.86, 
f  163.74,  {  163.56,  or  Subpart  C.  Part  163, 
Subchapter  E,  Chapter  I  of  this  title.  If 
coordination  with  Army  and  Navy  is  required, 
SCKPF  or  OAR,  will  obtain  it.  If  bi’lor  ap¬ 
proval  by  higher  authority  at  Hq  USAF  is 
required  and  is  recommended,  SCKPF  or 
OAR  will  submit  the  matter  with  a  proposed 
memorandum  of  approval  on  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  letterhead  outlining  the  perti¬ 
nent  facts  and  approving  the  action  re¬ 
quested,  to  Hq  USAF  (-AFSPP) .  In  the  case 
of  a  small  business  concern,  see  {  163.48, 
Subchapter  E,  Chapter  I  of  this  title  and 
$  1.705-4,  Chapter  I  of  this  title. 

2.  In  E-213.50  paragraph  (b)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

E-213.50  Responsibilities  *  *  * 

(b)  Buyers,  price  analirsts,  or  others  will 
not  request  financial  data  from  contractors 
or  prospective  contractors  other  than  cost 
data  for  use  in  pricing  contracts.  Require¬ 
ments  for  such  Information  or  analysis  will 
be  requested  from  AFSC  (SCKPF)  or  the 
cognizant  CMD/APPRO,  whichever  Is  nearer. 
•  •  •  •  * 

3.  In  E-213.51  paragraph  (a)  is 
amended  to  delete  the  word  “quarterly” 
and  subparagraph  (4)  of  paragraph  (b) 
is  revised,  as  follows: 

E-213.51  Obtaining  financial  data,  (a) 
When  possible  make  arrangements  for  auto¬ 
matic  forwarding  of  Information  without 
necessity  for  periodic  requests.  Normally, 
regularly  published  financial  statements  will 
suffice.  In  exceedingly  weak  cases,  monthly 
financial  statements  may  be  required.  With 
unusually  strong  comjxtnlee,  semiannual  or 
annual  statements  may  be  sufficient. 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  In  any  case  where  bank  support  is  a 
major  factor  in  a  financial  clearance  a 
written  statement  should  be  obtained  from 
the  bank  setting  forth  its  wUllngness  to 
finance  the  contract  if  awarded  to  its  cus¬ 
tomer,  the  basis  upon  which  the  loan  will 
be  approved,  and  the  general  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  which  would  be  required.  A  bank 
cannot  be  expected  to  ftu-nlsh  such  a  com¬ 
mitment  unless  it  has  first  been  adequately 
briefed  as  to  the  terms  of  the  proposed  con¬ 
tract  and  the  financial  needs  of  the  contrac¬ 
tor.  TThls  briefing  preferably  should  be  by 
the  customer  of  the  bank  although  there  is 
no  objection  if  assistance  is  given  by  the 
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financial  anal3rst  If  requested.  The  state¬ 
ment  does  not  require  a  commitment  fee. 
Refusal  by  a  bank  to  set  forth  in  writing  the 
information  required  will  result  in  no  re¬ 
liance  being  placed  on  btmk  support  in  evalu¬ 
ating  financial  capability.  In  such  cases  a 
favorable  financial  clearance  should  be  given 
only  after  a  determination  has  been  made 
that  the  Air  Force  would  be  willing  to  accept 
the  responsibility  for  financing  the  contrac¬ 
tor  through  the  medium  of  V-loans,  progress 
or  advance  payments. 

•  •  *  •  « 

4.  It^ns  E^214.53  and  E-214.54  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

£-214.53  Financial  flies.  SCKPF  wUl 
maintain  complete  financial  files  on  AF  con¬ 
tractors. 

E-214.54  Bureau  of  Budget  clearance. 
Bureau  of  Budget  Clearance  No.  21-R033  has 
been  assigned  to  requests  for  fiiumclal  data 
within  the  scc^  of  this  Part  n. 

Item  E-314.1  In  Part  III — Guaranteed 
Loans  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

E-314.1  CertiftcaU  of  eligibility.  The 
Deputy  Chief  of  Staff.  Systems  and  Logistics, 
Hq  USAF,  has  delegated  his  authority  to  is¬ 
sue  Certificates  of  Eligibility,  to  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Air  Force  Systems  Command,  with 
power  of  redelegation  not  below  the  level  of 
the  Chief  or  Deputy  Chief,  Pricing  and  Fi¬ 
nancial  Division  (SCKPF),  Hq  AFSC.  Re- 
delegation  has  been  made. 


28,  1965;  62,  Mar.  31.  1966;  AFPC  Nos.  10, 
Apr.  a,  1965;  11.  Apr.  7,  1966;  12,  Apr.  12, 
1966;  13,  Apr.  15.  1965] 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Freoerick  A.  Ryker, 
lieutenant  Colonel.  U.S.  Air 
Force.  Chief,  Special  Activi- 
ties  Group.  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

|FR.  Doc.  66-5696;  Filed.  May  27.  1966; 
8:47  am.] 


Title  41— PUBUC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANA6EMENT 

Chapter  1 — Federal  Procurement 
Regulations 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  TO 
CHAPTER 

These  amendments  are  designed  to 
revise  the  Federal  Procurement  Regula¬ 
tions  to  reflect  the  fringe  beneflts 
amendment  of  the  Davis-Bacon  Act 
(Public  Law  88-349),  and  the  related 
revisions  of  the  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  (29  FR.  13462) . 


PART  1053— CONTRACTS;  GENERAL 

Subpart  D — ^Administrative 
Requirements 

In  S  1053.404-6: 

a.  In  paragraph  (a)  (2),  Michigan  and 
the  Canadian  Provinces  have  been  de¬ 
leted. 

b.  In  paragraph  (b)  subparagraph  (7) 
Is  deleted  and  reserved. 

c.  In  paragraph  (d)  a  new  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  is  added.  As  amended 
i  1053.404-6  now  reads  as  follows: 

§  1053.404—6  Geographical  areas  and 
DOD  cognizant  plants. 

(a)  CMRs—*  •  • 

(2)  Central  Contract  Management 
Region  iCCMR) .  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
iCansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas.  Missouri.  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
Illinois,  Indiana.  Ohio.  Wisconsin  and 
Mexico. 


(b) 

(7) 

• 

(d) 

(2) 


CMOS—*  •  • 
[Reserved] 

m  • 

DSA—*  •  • 

DC  ASR— Detroit. 


The  State  of 


Michigan  and  the  Canadian  Provinces. 


PART  1054— CONTRACT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Subpart  DD — Administration  of  Base 
Procurement  Contracts 

§  1054.3004  [Amended] 

In  S  1054.3004(a)  (3)  the  parenthetical 
phrase  at  the  end  of  subdivision  (ill)  is 
deleted. 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488,  secs.  2301-2314,  70A 
Stet.  127-133;  10  DB.C.  8012,  2801-2314) 
(AFPI  Rev.  Nos.  50,  J&n.  29,  1965;  61,  Fsb. 


PART  1-12— LABOR 

Subpart  1—12.4 — Labor  Standards  in 
Construction  Contracts 

1.  Section  1-12.401-1  is  amended  to 
reflect  the  amendment  of  the  Davis- 
Bacon  Act  approved  July  2.  1964  (Public 
Law  88-349).  As  amended,  the  section 
reads  as  follows: 

§  1—12.401—1  Davis-Bacon  Act. 

The  Davis-Bacon  Act  (Act  of  Mar.  3, 
1931,  as  amended;  40  U.S.C.  276a),  pro¬ 
vides  that  certain  contracts  over  $2,000 
entered  into  by  any  executive  agency  for 
construction,  alteration,  or  repair  (in¬ 
cluding  painting  and  decorating)  of  pub¬ 
lic  buildings  or  public  works  shall  con¬ 
tain  a  provision  (see  S  1-12.403)  to  the 
effect  that  no  laborer  or  mechanic  em¬ 
ployed  directly  upon  the  site  of  the  work 
contemplated  by  the  contract  shall  re¬ 
ceive  less  than  the  prevailing  rates  of 
wages  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Labor.  The  term  “wages"  as  used  in 
the  Davis-Bacon  Act  includes  the  basic 
hourly  rate  of  pay,  the  rate  of  contribu¬ 
tion  irrevocably  made  pursuant  to  a 
fund.  plan,  or  program  for,  and  the  rate 
of  costs  to  the  employer  which  may  be 
reasonably  anticipated  in  providing, 
certain  bona  flde  fringe  beneflts. 

2.  Section  1-12.401-4  is  amended  to 
incorporate  a  Federal  Register  citation 
to  the  latest  amendments  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Department  of  Labor.  As 
amended,  the  section  reads  as  follows : 


Department  of  Labor  reg- 


§  1-12.401-4 
ulatioiM. 

Pursuant  to  the  foregoing  statutes  and 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  14  of  1950  (3 
CFR,  1949-58  Comp.,  p.  1007) ,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  ot  Labor  has  Issued  Regulations 
Parts  3  and  5,  Title  29,  Subtitle  A,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (29  PR.  97  and 
13462) ,  providing  for  the  administration 


and  enforcement  of  the  foregoing  stat¬ 
utes  in  construction  contracts. 

3.  Section  1-12.403-1  is  amended  so  as 
to  conform  the  contract  clauses  pre¬ 
scribed  therein  with  the  amended  Davis- 
Bacon  Act  and  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor.  The  revised  clauses 
have  been  approved  by  the  Department 
of  Labor.  As  amended,  the  section  reads 
as  follows: 

§  1—12.403—1  Qaases  for  general  use. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  Davis-Bacon  Act  (40  UJS.C.  276a~ 
a(7)). 

Davu-Bacon  Act  (40  X7B.C.  276a-a(7) ) 

(a)  All  mechanics  and  laborers  employed 
or  working  directly  upon  the  site  of  the  work 
shall  be  paid  unconditionally  and  not  less 
often  than  once  a  week,  and  without  subse¬ 
quent  deduction  or  rebate  on  any  account 
(except  such  payroll  deductions  as  are  per¬ 
mitted  by  the  Copeland  Regulations  (29  CFR 
Part  3)).  the  fuU  amounts  due  at  time  of 
payment  computed  at  wage  rates  not  less 
than  the  aggregate  of  the  basic  hourly  rates 
and  the  rates  of  payments,  contributions,  or 
costs  for  any  fringe  beneflts  contained  In  the 
wage  determination  decision  of  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  which  Is  attached  hereto  and  made  a 
part  hereof,  regardless  of  any  contractual 
relationship  which  may  be  aUeged  to  exist 
between  the  Contractor  or  subcontractor  and 
such  laborers  and  mechanics.  A  copy  of 
such  wage  determination  decision  shaU  be 
kept  posted  by  the  Contractor  at  the  site  of 
the  work  in  a  prominent  place  where  It  can 
be  easUy  seen  by  the  workers. 

(b)  The  Contractor  may  discharge  his  ob¬ 
ligation  under  this  clause  to  workers  In  any 
classification  for  which  the  wage  determina¬ 
tion  decision  contains: 

(1)  Only  a  basic  hourly  rate  of  pay,  by 
making  payment  at  not  lees  than  such  basic 
hourly  rate,  except  as  otherwise  provided  In 
the  Copeland  Regulations  (29  CFR  Part  3); 
or 

(2)  Both  a  basic  hourly  rate  of  pay  and 
fringe  beneflts  payments,  by  making  pay¬ 
ment  In  cash,  by  Irrevocably  making  contri¬ 
butions  pursuant  to  a  fund,  plan,  or  program 
for,  and/or  by  assuming  an  enforceable  com¬ 
mitment  to  bear  the  cost  of.  bona  flde  fringe 
beneflts  contemplated  by  the  Davis-Bacon 
Act,  OT  by  any  combination  thereof.  Con¬ 
tributions  made,  or  costs  assumed,  on  other 
than  a  weekly  basis  shall  be  considered  as 
having  been  constructively  made  or  assumed 
during  a  weekly  period  to  the  extent  that 
they  apply  to  such  period.  Where  a  fringe 
benefit  Is  expressed  In  a  wage  determination 
In  any  manner  other  than  as  an  hourly  rate 
and  the  Contractor  pays  a  cash  equivalent  or 
provides  an  alternative  fringe  benefit,  he 
shall  furnish  Information  with  his  payrolls 
showing  how  he  determined  that  the  cost 
Incurred  to  make  the  cash  pairment  or  to 
provide  the  alternative  fringe  benefit  Is 
equal  to  the  cost  of  the  wage  detenxUnatlon 
fringe  benefit.  In  any  case  where  the  Con¬ 
tractor  provides  a  fringe  benefit  different 
from  any  contained  In  the  wage  determina¬ 
tion,  he  shall  similarly  show  how  he  arrived 
at  the  hoimly  rate  shown  therefor.  In  the 
event  of  disagreement  between  or  among  the 
Interested  parties  as  to  an  equivalent  of  any 
fringe  benefit,  the  Contracting  Officer  shall 
submit  the  question,  together  with  his  rec¬ 
ommendation,  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
final  determination. 

(c)  The  assumption  of  an  enforceable  com¬ 
mitment  to  bear  the  cost  of  fringe  beneflts. 
or  the  provision  of  any  fringe  beneflts  not 
expressly  listed  In  section  1(b)(2)  of  the 
Davis-Bacon  Act  or  In  the  wage  determina¬ 
tion  decision  forming  a  part  of  the  oontnu:t, 
may  be  considered  as  payment  of  wages  only 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
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pursuant  to  a  written  requrat  by  the  Con¬ 
tractor.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  may  require 
the  Contractor  to  set  aside  assets.  In  a  sepa¬ 
rate  account,  to  meet  his  obligations  under 
any  unfunded  plan  or  program. 

(d)  The  Contracting  Officer  shall  require 
that  any  class  of  laborers  or  mechanics  which 
is  not  listed  In  the  wage  determination  de¬ 
cision  and  which  Is  to  be  employed  under  the 
contract  shall  be  classified  or  reclassified 
conformably  to  the  wage  determination  de¬ 
cision,  and  shall  report  the  action  taken  to 
the  Secretary  of  Labor.  If  the  interested 
parties  cannot  agree  on  the  proper  classifica¬ 
tion  or  reclassification  of  a  particular  class 
of  laborers  or  mechanics  to  be  used,  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  shall  submit  the  question, 
together  with  his  recommendation,  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  for  final  determination. 

(e)  In  the  event  It  Is  found  by  the  Con¬ 
tracting  Officer  that  any  laborer  (M*  mechanic 
employed  by  the  Contractor  or  any  subcon¬ 
tractor  directly  on  the  site  of  the  WOTk  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  contract  has  been  or  is  being 
paid  at  a  rate  of  wages  less  than  the  rate  of 
wages  required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
clause,  the  Contracting  Officer  may  (1)  by 
written  notice  to  the  Ooveriunent  Prime  Con¬ 
tractor  terminate  his  right  to  proceed  with 
the  work,  or  such  part  of  the  work  as  to 
which  there  has  been  a  failure  to  pay  said 
required  wages,  and  (2)  prosecute  the  work 
to  completion  by  contract  or  otherwise, 
whereupon  such  Contractor  and  his  sureties 
shall  be  liable  to  the  Government  for  any 
excess  costs  occasioned  the  Oovermnent 
thereby. 

(f)  Paragraphs  (a)  through  (e)  of  the 
clause  shall  apply  to  this  contract  to  the 
extent  that  It  Is  (1)  a  prime  contract  with 
the  Government  subject  to  the  Davls-Bacon 
Act,  or  (2)  a  subcontract  also  subject  to  the 
Davls-Bacon  Act  under  such  prime  contract. 

(b)  Contract  Work  Hours  Standards 
Act — overtime  compensation. 

CoNTEACT  Work  Hours  Standards  Act — 
OvERTiRis  Compensation  (40  UB.C.  327-330) 

(a)  The  Contractor  shall  not  require  cht 
permit  any  laborer  or  mechanic  In  any  work¬ 
week  In  which  he  Is  employed  on  any  work 
under  this  contract  to  work  In  excess  of  eight 
hours  In  any  calendar  day  or  In  excess  of 
forty  hours  In  such  workweek  on  work  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Contract  Work 
Hours  Standards  Act  unless  such  labiKer  or 
mechanic  receives  compensation  at  a  rate 
not  leas  than  one  and  one-half  times  his 
basic  rate  of  pay  for  all  such  hours  worked 
In  excess  of  eight  hours  In  any  calendar  day 
or  In  excess  of  forty  hours  In  such  workweek, 
whichever  Is  the  greater  number  of  overtime 
hours.  The  “basic  rate  of  pay,"  as  used  In 
this  clause,  shall  be  the  amount  paid  per 
hour,  exclusive  of  the  contractor’s  contribu¬ 
tion  or  cost  for  fringe  benefits  and  any  cash 
payment  made  In  lieu  of  providing  fringe 
benefits,  or  the  basic  hoiurly  rate  contained 
In  the  wage  determination,  whichever  is 
greater. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  any  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a),  the  Contractor 
shall  be  liable  to  any  affected  employee  for 
any  amounts  due,  and  to  the  United  States 
for  liquidated  damages.  Such  liquidated 
damages  shall  be  computed  with  respect  to 
each  Individual  laborer  or  mechanic  em¬ 
ployed  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  In  the  sum  of  $10  for  each  calendar 
day  on  which  such  employee  was  required  or 
permitted  to  be  employed  on  such  work  In 
excess  of  eight  hours  or  In  excess  of  the 
standard  workweek  of  forty  hours  without 
payment  of  the  overtime  wages  required  by 
paragraph  (a) . 

(c)  Apprentices. 

AmMxmasB 

(a)  Apprentices  shall  be  permitted  to  work 
as  such  only  when  they  are  registered,  Indl- 
vldiudly,  imder  a  bona  fide  apprenticeship 


program  registered  with  a  State  apprentice¬ 
ship  agency  which  Is  recognized  by  the 
Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training, 
United  States  Department  of  Labor;  or.  If  no 
such  recognized  agency  exists  In  a  State, 
under  a  program  registered  with  the  afore¬ 
said  Bureau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training. 
The  allowable  ratio  of  apprentices  to  jour¬ 
neymen  In  any  craft  classification  shall  be 
not  greater  than  the  ratio  permitted  to  the 
Contractor  as  to  his  entire  work  force  under 
the  registered  program.  Any  employee  listed 
on  a  payroll  at  an  apprentice  wage  rate,  who 
Is  not  registered  as  above,  shall  be  paid  the 
wage  rate  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  for  the  classification  of  work  be  actu¬ 
ally  performed. 

(b)  The  Contractor  shall  furnish  written 
evidence  of  the  registration  of  his  program 
and  apprentices  as  well  as  of  the  ratios  al¬ 
lowed  and  the  wage  rates  required  to  be  paid 
thereunder  for  the  area  of  construction,  prior 
to  using  any  apprentices  In  the  contract 
work. 

( d )  Payrolls  and  basic  records. 

Payrolls  and  Basic  Records 

(a)  The  Contractor  shall  maintain  pay¬ 
rolls  and  basic  records  relating  thereto  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  the  work  and  shall  preserve 
them  for  a  period  of  three  years  thereafter 
for  all  laborers  and  mechanics  working  at  the 
site  of  the  work.  Such  records  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  name  and  address  of  each  such 
employee,  his  correct  classification,  rate  of 
pay  (Including  rates  of  contributions  for,  or 
costs  assumed  to  provide,  fringe  benefits), 
dally  and  weekly  number  of  hours  worked, 
deductions  made  and  actual  wages  paid. 
Whenever  the  Contractor  has  obtained  ap¬ 
proval  from  the  Secretary  of  Labor  as  pro¬ 
vided  In  paragraph  (c)  of  the  clause  entitled 
“Davls-Bacon  Act,"  he  shall  maintain  rec¬ 
ords  which  show  the  commitment.  Its  ap¬ 
proval,  written  communication  of  the  plan 
or  program  to  the  laborers  or  mechanics 
affected,  and  the  costs  anticipated  or  In¬ 
curred  under  the  plan  or  program. 

(b)  The  Contractor  shall  submit  weekly  a 
copy  of  all  payrolls  to  the  Contracting  Officer. 
The  Government  Prime  Contractor  shall  be 
responsible  for  the  submission  of  copies  of 
payrolls  of  all  subcontractors.  The  copy 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  signed 
by  the  Contractor  Indicating  that  the  pay¬ 
rolls  are  correct  and  complete,  that  the  wage 
rates  contained  therein  are  not  less  than 
those  detmnlned  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
and  that  the  classifications  set  forth  for 
each  laborer  or  mechanic  conform  with  the 
work  he  performed.  Submission  of  the 
“Weekly  Statement  of  Compliance”  required 
under  this  contract  and  the  Copeland  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  (29  CFR, 
Part  3)  shall  satisfy  the  requirement  for 
submission  of  the  above  statement.  The 
Contractor  shall  submit  also  a  copy  of  any 
approval  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  with  re¬ 
spect  to  fringe  benefits  which  Is  required 
by  paragraph  (c)  of  the  clause  entitled 
“Davls-Bacon  Act." 

(c)  The  Contractor  shall  make  the  rec¬ 
ords  required  under  this  clause  available  for 
Inspection  by  authorized  representatives  of 
the  Contracting  Officer  and  the  Department 
of  Labor,  and  shall  permit  such  representa¬ 
tives  to  Interview  employees  during  working 
hours  on  the  job. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(p)  Subcontracts. 

Subcontracts 

The  Contractor  agrees  to  Insert  the  clauses 
hereof  entitled  “Davls-Bacon  Act,”  "Con¬ 
tract  Work  Hours  Standards  Act — Overtime 
Compensation,"  "Apprentices,”  “Payrolls  and 
Basic  Records,”  “Compliance  with  Copeland 
Regulations,”  “Withholding  of  Fimds,"  “Sub¬ 
contracts,”  and  “Contract  Termination — ^De¬ 
barment”  in  all  subcontracts.  The  term 
“Contractor”  as  used  In  such  clauses  In  any 


subcontract  shall  be  de«ned  to  refer  to  the 
subcontractor  except  In  the  phrase  “Govern¬ 
ment  Prime  Contractor." 

(h)  Contract  termination — d  ebar- 
ment. 

Contract  Termination — Debarment 

A  breach  of  the  clauses  hereof  entitled 
“Davls-Bacon  Act,”  “Contract  Work  Hours 
Standards  Act — Overtime  Compensation," 
“Apprentices,”  “Payrolls  and  Basic  Records," 
"Compliance  with  Ci^land  Regulations,” 
“Withholding  of  Funds,"  and  "Subcontracts” 
may  be  grounds  tor  termination  of  the  con¬ 
tract,  and  for  debarment  as  provided  In  29 
CFR  6.6. 

4.  Section  1-12.403-2  is  amended  to 
correct  the  reference  to  Subpart  1-12.3. 
As  amended,  the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  1—12.403—2  Overseas  contracts. 

Every  construction  contract  in  excess 
of  $2,000  for  work  outside  the  United 
States,  but  which  is  nevertheless  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Contract  Work  Hours  Stand¬ 
ards  Act  as  set  forth  in  §  1-12.302 (d). 
shaU  include  the  clause  in  S  1-12.303. 
Standard  Form  19A  should  not  be  used  in 
such  contracts  (see  §  1-16.402) . 

5.  Section  1-12.404-2 (e)  is  amended 
to  reflect  the  changed  rule  with  respect 
to  modifications  of  wage  determinations. 
As  amended,  the  section  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1—12.404—2  Wage  determinations. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(e)  Modifications.  Modifications  by 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  of  a  wage  deter¬ 
mination  shall  be  made  part  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  contract  if  received  prior  to  the 
award  of  the  contract;  provided  that,  in 
procurement  by  formal  advertising  or 
by  small  business  restricted  advertising, 
any  modification  received  by  the  execu¬ 
tive  agency  concerned  less  than  10  calen¬ 
dar  days  l^fore  the  opening  of  bids  shall 
be  disregarded  unless  it  is  determined 
that  such  modifications  reasonably  can 
be  furnished  to  bidders  by  means  of  an 
amendment  of  the  invitation  for  bids  in 
time  to  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  their  bids.  Copies  of  modifications  re¬ 
ceived  by  an  agency  should  be  time-date 
stamped  to  show  the  date  of  receipt  by 
the  agency. 

6.  Section  1-12.404-3  is  amended  to 
conform  to  paragraph  (d)  of  the  clause 
set  forth  in  S  1-12.403-1  (a).  As  amend¬ 
ed,  the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  1—12.404—3  Additional  classifications. 

As  provided  in  paragraph  (d)  of  the 
clause  set  forth  in  S  1-12.403-1  (a),  the 
contracting  ofiBcer  shall  require  that  any 
class  of  laborers  or  mechanics  which  is 
not  listed  in  the  wage  determination 
forming  a  part  of  the  contract,  and  which 
is  to  be  employed  on  the  contract  work, 
shall  be  classified  or  reclassified  con¬ 
formably  to  such  wage  determination, 
and  shall  report  the  action  taken  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor.  In  the  event  of  dis¬ 
agreement  between  or  among  the  inter¬ 
ested  parties  as  to  the  proper  classifica¬ 
tion  or  reclassification,  the  contracting 
officer  shall  submit  the  question,  together 
with  his  reconunendatlon,  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  for  final- determination. 
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Subparl  1—16.9 — Illustration  of  Forms 

Section  1-16.901-1»-A  is  amended  to  Include  a  specimen  copy  of  the  latest  edition 
of  Standard  Form  19-A. 

§  1-16.901-19-A  Sundard  Form  19-A:  Labor  Standards  Provisions  Applicable  to 
Contracts  in  Excess  of  $2,000. 

trAHDARD  roRM  ts-A  LABOR  STANDARDS  PROVISIONS 

AMIL  1M»  COmON 

mmjMl  APniCABU  TO  CONTIACTS  M  BXCiU  OP 


7.  Section  1-12.404-4  is  amended  to 
conform  to  the  change  made  in  the  clause 
set  forth  in  §  1-12.403-1  (c).  As  amend¬ 
ed,  the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  1-12.404—4  Apprentices. 

As  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  the 
clause  set  forth  in  §  1-12.403— 1(c),  the 
contractor  or  subcontractor  is  reqixired 
to  furnish  written  evidence  of  registra¬ 
tion  of  his  program  and  apprentices,  as 
well  as  of  the  ratios  allowed  and  the  wage 
rates  required  to  be  paid  thereimder  for 
the  area  of  construction  before  using  any 
apprentices  on  the  contract  work. 

8.  Section  1-12.404-10  is  amended  to 
provide  that  agencies  may  “request” 
rather  than  “order”  restitution  of 
nonwlUful  wage  underpayments.  As 
amended,  the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  1—12.404—10  Restitution. 

The  contractor  or  subcontractor  may 
make  restitution  of  amounts  due  workers 
at  any  time.  Where  wage  underpay¬ 
ments  are  found,  the  agency  shall  request 
that  the  contractor  make,  or  cause  to  be 
made,  restitution  to  employees  or  to 
plans,  funds,  or  programs  for  any  type 
of  fringe  benefit  listed  in  the  applicable 
wage  determination. 
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report  the  action  taken  so  the  Secretary  of  tobor.  If  the  meerestM 
Mftiea  cannot  agree  on  Ae  proper  clasMkeaem  nr  recUasikcaiion  of 
rMieuUr  clM  of  Ubom  of  MCkviKa  lo  bo  OMd.  iht  CoMCMioC 
oScct  iboll  Miboiii  ibi  wMioa.  winihii  wkb  ba  ncoMookomo. 
ID  ^  Socretary  of  Labnr  for  knal  dnermmacion. 

fet  lo  tW  CMM  k  ■  fooml  br  Ibe  Comnniol  0«<M  due  aor 
lObonc  or  Mrbonic  ooiHorod  b.  ibr  Coniiutor  or  M>r  MbtoMrMor 
dirrrtir  no  tbt  «rt  of  ibc  work  emnd  by  tbw  cooirKt  bu  bwn  or 
<a  brioo  pmid  M  •  rm  of  wan.  kaa  ^  ihr  rair^  wa...  rrwir^ 
br  poraerspb  fat  of  ihia  rlaiiar,  Ihr  Cimrapinl  OArrr  Mr  III  W 
wrintfi  nockc  ro  Ibr  Goramoatm  f^imr  Confrocior  arrMoor*  bw  r«fbc 
oo  procoad  wkb  Iht  work,  or  aorb  pan  of  ibe  work  at  ao  wbnb  *ira 
boa  bam  •  fallorc  lo  par  rakl  moirrd  waptt.  aod  <21  promoi.  ibe 
work  to  comptnion  br  cotOTKl  or  oibnwiic.  whrtmpon  MCb  Coaranar 
PlMl  bia  aorttm  .ball  br  liable  lo  ihr  Cmamoirol  for  aap  aarraa  caaca 


•pirbiiat  payment  of  the  evinima  emgm  rsquirad  by  pacageagn  (a)« 

S.  APPBCNTICES 

fa)  ApproMicas  shall  ba  pirmhisd  to  w^  aa  Mch  n^.wban  they 

MC  refkiefed.  individusity.  noder  a  bona  kde  eppmn^eskip  Pfoyaj* 
ffcgmcred  wiA  a  State  appr^kes^  ag^  wbi^  to 

the  Bureau  ef  Apprcmicesbip  sod  Training,  U.S.  Depanmanc  oi 
Ubor.  or,  if  no  m!X  memtniaed  agency  eaisM  m  a  State,  midw  a  m 
oraoi  rramaard  wiih  Ibr  aforaaaid  Ittiaao  of  Apprrolicaibip  aod 
Traiokip.  The  aUowabk  ratio  of  tppnoiKm  lo  tovenerm  m  tn 
craft  cUiaifIcalioo  aholl  ba  oM  orrawi  ibaa  ibe  laiio  parongad  lo  lb. 
CoMiaaor  aa  lo  bia  amira  woik  fort*  audit  iha  irpiiiand  proma. 
Aar  aoHilorac  «(■»<  aa  a  parratl  at  aa  appraancr  irapt  ««•.«•  • 
aol  Riiiurrd  arabovr.  ahall  ba  paal  Iha  warn  ran  dnriBioird  br  Ibc 
Saciciair  af  Labor  far  iba  claaaiiraiioa  af  work  ba  araaallr  prrfoiraad. 

fb>  Tba  CoanKtor  ahall  faraiab  wrinaa  amdtori  af  iba  mknwim 
af  bia  praaraai  lad  appraalkra  at  wad  aa  W  iha  raiaa  lUowad 
wapr  rant  naokad  to  ba  paid  ibriaoadti  let  ibc  am  af  caoauaclioa. 
piior  to  aains  aor  appramicra  io  iba  reniraa  wodu 

4.  RAYROLLS  AND  BASK  BICORDS 

til  Tba  CooiiKtoi  iball  aaaauahi  parnlM  ^.baiic  nrord^lailfic 
rtiercto  during  the  course  of  tbe  week  aod  skall  preserve  them  for  a 
period  of  9  itais  therralcer  for  alt  laborers  and  ^banics  wmk^  at 

iZl  mT  aka.  -aaawtr  Saarib  MMUaMI  ik#  Heme  OOd  addrVlS 


wages  paid,  whenever  the  Contractor  has  obiamed  i 
the  Secretary  of  Ubor  aa  neoiidef  in  paragraph  M 
er.iitle^  >«3vtv<Bscon  Act.*^  to  shall  mamesm  record 
ti^kfHlmiilient.  ks  approvsl.  wrnicn  commnrummn  < 


I  v'iL  "MU.  s  .‘-Riu-*  •"  f? 

Ska^oA^Knk  CHtcerrTbr  Oo»ttaaital  Rriaw  Coatranor  iball  ba 
iVaaPMArVli^bc  aobmiaiian  af  copiii  af  poriolla  of  all  nbimne. 
VM.  Dfr^opy  aba!l  ba  acmrapaaiad  br  a  mtiratat  npaad  br 
UraiItTi.  injnii«p  Ikn  ihr  parndlt  ara  coirm  and  coaaplaM.  OM 
oka  wtpa  rate,  comainad  ibarain  tr«  aol  lira  Ibaa  iboac  dna—awd  br 
Ihr  SrcrnaiT  ol  Ubor.  and  Ibai  tba  claaMktiian^  hmb  lora^ 
labarar  or  raarbiair  cmforai  wab  ite  wwh  ba  parfor^  Sab^ 
aioa  of  Iba  "Warklr  Sialnwtoi  *f  Caa^>,M"  Roaind  m«lt  Ibfa 
coamn  aad  dw  Copeland  Rapolaliont  af  ibi  Sramarr  of  labor  IIP 
CFR.  Pan  51  iball  laliafr  Ibe  tr.uiriioini  for  aobomtioa  of  Iba  abom 
•rauawal.  Tba  Camranor  dwll  aAaai  aim  a  com  of  »  ippraaol  br 
Iba  Sacmair  of  Labor  wkb  riipin  lo  liaiai  bmrBlt  wbnb  a  nvurad 
br  poraaiapb  III  of  ibr  rlaoaa  mririif  ■  DaM.lacoa  An.” 

fr)  Tba  Camracior  riuR  maba  iba  raroidi  laquind  aadcf  iWa  rlamr 
prailablr  lor  impmioa  br  aurboiiaad  lapriirolinraa  of  Iba  Comranma 
OScrl  and  Ika  Orpaniaam  af  Labor,  and  Iball  prraul  web  rapnacaia- 


part  1-16— procurement  forms 

Subpart  1—16.4 — Forms  for  Adver¬ 
tised  Construction  Contracts 

1.  Section  1-16.401  (b)  is  amended  to 
prescribe  Uie  April  1965  edition  of  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  19-A.  As  amended,  the  sec¬ 
tion  reads  as  follows : 

§  1—16.401  Forms  prescribed. 


J.  COtCPUANCI  wnw  OOmANO  BSGUIATKINS 
Tba  Contranar  ibill  roaapfc  wkb  ibi  Copeland  RrpoU 
Samtarr  of  Labor  «ap  CP*.  Pan  51  wbkb  ara  racarporaa 
grtewncta 

A.  WITHHOLDING  OV  TUFOS 

fa)  Tbe  Cnwrectkig  Otocee  mey  wlibbilf  or  cem  to 
from  ilie  Govemmem  Prime  CoMracwr  so  much  of  tbe 
snencs  or  edvences  as  may  to  cenesdered  necetmry  (1)  so 
nnd  mectonks  smgInyeJ  by  ibe  Comrsetor  or  any  mbconci 
worti  the  fuH  amount  of  wign  reguked  by  .the  cuMrea, 
•Mtsfy  Miy  liability  of  eny  Contrsetoe  for  liM»doted  demef 
cteum  hereof  ensnled  *'Cantrecs  Work  Hours  Ireodardi  A 


(b)  Labor  Standards  Provisions — Ap¬ 
plicable  to  Contracts  in  Excess  of  $2,000 
(Standard  Form  19-A,  April  _1965 
edition). 


tn  Paragraph,  ft)  riwmgb  fal  af  tba  claara  ahall  ipfiTJo  fbk 
comran  to  Ibr  raimi  lhal  k  k  (1)  a  prime  roncracr  wnh  ibr  Goram- 
raam  aobian  m  ikr  Daaia.Bacon  An  or  12)  a  rabcannaa  aim  mk(iri  m 
Ibc  Ckvia-Bacon  An  under  meb  pri— 

a.  CONTRACT  WORK  HOURS  STANDARDS  ACT-OVERTIMI 
CObfPENSATTON  ffP  UX.C  52T-5)P> 
la)  Tba  Comrartoi  iball  not  nmin  or  praraii  mp  libniir  or  ma- 
cUak  in  ear  woikwrab  in  orbkh  br  it  tmplorad  m  ana  wo*  ondra 
Ihfl  romran  m  worb  m  aarraa  af  P  boon  m  an,  raltafit  dtr  ra  in 
mrrat  af  fP  bnun  «  mdi  worbwrak  an  «mib  tabjan  m  ^  pnwnml 
af  Ibr  Caniran  Work  Hoon  Standard,  An  oninr  mrk  laborarra 
merkmk  rrteiraa  innipanraiion  ra  a  rale  iM  Irae  than  one  md  ona- 
haH  iknaa  bh  beak  raie  of  pap  far  all  meb  boon  wa*cd  in  eacM 
at  g  boon  m  onr  cakadar  day  or  m  racrat  of  4P  b^  ■  wb  i^- 
wrak.  Whkhrrar  ia  Ika  giMlar  aoraktr  ol  oraninw  bowia.  Tba  ‘batra 
nra  of  par."  ra  oaad  la  ibia  claara.  ahall  ba  iht  laiaoni  atid  pra  ham. 
mclmira  af  iho  Conlianor'i  caairiboiioa  or  con  lor  Inanr  brotpn 
aad  any  crab  mpraml  irada  hi  Ika  af  pmndiad  fimpr  binidn.  or 


(fSeta 


2.  Section  1-16.402  is  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  the  waiver  in  S  1-12.403-2  of  the 
requirement  for  use  of  Standard  Form 
19-A.  As  amended,  the  section  reads 
as  follows: 

§  1—16.402  Required  use. 

Except  as  provided  in  f  1-12.403-2,  the 
forms  prescribed  by  S  1-16.401  shall  be 


used  for  fixed  price  contracts,  entered 
into  piu'suant  to  formal  advertising,  for 
construction  (including  alteration  or  re¬ 
pair)  of  public  buildings  or  works,  except 
for:  Contracts  for  the  construction,  al¬ 
teration.  or  repair  of  vessels;  and  con¬ 
tracts  for  construction,  alteration,  or 
repair  work  in  foreign  countries.  Deter¬ 
mination  as  to  the  form  or  forms  to  be 
used  in  each  Instance  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  this  $1-16.402. 


(Sec.  205(c),  83  Stat.  390;  40  PJ3.C.  488(c)) 

Effective  date.  These  regulations  are 
effective  July  1,  1965,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier.  The  revised  Standard 
Form  19-A  shall  be  used  in  invitations 
for  bids  issued  on  and  after  November  1. 
1965,  but  may  be  used  as  soon  as  avail¬ 
able  from  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  supply  depots.  Since  it  is  not  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  April  1965  edition  of 
Standard  Form  19-A  will  be  available  by 


the  effective  date  of  these  regulations, 
agencies  shall  appropriately  amend  the 
present  form  for  use  in  mvitations  for 
bids  Issued  on  and  after  July  1, 1965. 

Dated:  May  21. 1965. 

Lawson  B.  Knott.  Jr.. 
Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

(PJl.  Doc.  86-6816;  PUed,  May  27,  1966; 
8:49  ajn.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  993  1 

(Docket  No.  AO  201-A5] 

DRIED  PRUNES  PRODUCED  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing 
Written  Exceptions  to  Recom¬ 
mended  Decision  on  Proposed 
Amendment  of  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment,  as  Amended,  and  Order,  as 
Amended 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  the  applicable  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  time 
fixed  in  the  recommended  decision  dated 
May  14, 1965  (30  F.R.  6782),  with  respect 
to  proposed  amendment  of  the  marketing 
a^'reement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
993,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  993) ,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  dried  prunes  pro¬ 
duced  in  California,  for  filing  written 
exceptions  to  such  decision  is  hereby  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  including  June  17,  1965. 
Request  for  a  reasonable  extension  of 
time  has  been  made  so  as  to  afford  inter¬ 
ested  persons  additional  time^to  consider 
the  recommended  amendatory  action. 

Dated:  May  25,  1965. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

I  P  R.  Doc.  66-6599;  Piled,  May  27,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.) 


[  7  CFR  Part  1004  1 

MILK  IN  DELAWARE  VALLEY 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting  To  Permit  In¬ 
terested  Parties  Opportunity  To 
Present  Data,  Views,  and  Argu¬ 
ments  on  Proposed  Termination  of 
Order 

On  May  19,  1965  (30  F.R.  6947),  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture  issued 
a  notice  of  propo^  termination  of  the 
Delaware  Valley  milk  marketing  order 
and  interested  parties  were  given  until 
June  11,  1965  (20  days  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register),  in  which  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  ter¬ 
mination. 

Following  publication  of  such  notice, 
certain  interested  parties  requested  op¬ 
portunity  for  submission  of  oral  data, 
views,  and  argument.  It  is  concluded 


that  interested  parties  should  be  given 
the  opportunity  to  express  their  views 
either  written  or  orally.  Accordingly, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4(b) 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  with 
respect  to  informal  rule  making  (5  U.S.C. 
1001  et  seq.),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
public  meeting  to  be  held  in  the  South 
Roof  Conference  Room,  Hotel  Adelphla, 
13th  and  Chestnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  beginning  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  June  8, 
1965,  at  which  data,  views,  or  arguments 
may  be  presented  in  favor  or  against  the 
question  of  whether  Federal  Order  No. 
4,  in  its  present  form  should  or  should 
not  be  terminated. 

Such  data,  views,  and  arguments  shall 
be  presented  by  means  of  statements  not 
under  oath.  Cross-examination  will  not 
be  permitted.  Statistical  tables,  maps, 
charts,  or  other  documentary  exhibits 
shall  be  supplied  in  quadruplicate  by  the 
person  offering  the  exhibit. 

Persons  not  wishing  to  present  their 
data,  views,  and  arguments  at  this  meet¬ 
ing  may  file  written  data,  views,  and  ar¬ 
gument  in  the  matter  in  accordance 
with  the  initial  notice  issued  on  May  19, 
1965. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  May 
25, 1965. 

George  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  65-5619;  Filed.  May  27,  1966; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  COMMERCE 

Patent  Office 
[  37  CFR  Part  1  1 

RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN  PATENT  CASES 
Accessibility  of  Assignment  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Patent  Office  proposes  to  amend  one  of 
its  rules  relating  to  records  and  files  of 
the  Patent  Office.  The  amendment  is 
proposed  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  Title  35,  U.S.  Code,  section  6. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  present  their 
views,  objections,  recommendations,  or 
suggestions  are  invited  to  do  so  on  or 
before  June  29,  1965,  on  which  date  a 
hearing  will  be  held  at  10  ajn.,  in  Room 
3886B  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Building.  All  persons  wishing  to  be 
heard  orally  are  requested  to  notify  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents  of  their  in¬ 
tended  appearance. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  for  the 
purpose  of  limiting  public  accessibility 
to  the  assignment  records  of  the  Patent 
Office  relating  to  patents  only,  and  to 
keep  confidential  the  assignment  records 
relating  to  pending  and  abandoned  ap¬ 
plications.  The  proposed  amendment 
will  apply  only  to  assignments  recorded 
after  the  date  the  amendment  becomes 


effective.  Assignments  recorded  prior 
to  that  date  together  with  the  indexes 
and  digests  relating  to  them  will  continue 
to  be  open  to  public  inspection  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  Rule  12  prior  to  amendment. 

Section  1.12  of  Title  37  CFR  (Patent 
Rule  12),  is  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
adding  the  words  “relating  to  original  or 
reissue  patents”  after  “records”  in  the 
first  sentence  thereof,  and  by  adding  the 
following  as  the  second  and  third  sen¬ 
tences:  “Assignment  records,  digests, 
and  indexes,  relating  to  any  pending  or 
abandoned  application  are  not  available 
to  the  public.  Copies  of  any  such  as¬ 
signment  records  and  information  with 
respect  thereto  shall  be  obtainable  only 
upon  written  authority  of  the  applicant 
or  his  assignee  or  attorney  or  agent  or 
upon  a  showing  that  the  person  seeking 
such  infonnation  is  a  bona  fide  prospec¬ 
tive  or  actual  purchaser,  mortgagee' or 
licensee  of  such  application,  unless  it 
shall  be  necessary  to  the  proper  (xinduct 
of  business  before  the  Office  or  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  rules  of  this  part.” 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule,  as 
amended,  reads  as  follows: 

§  1.12  Assignment  records  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

The  assignment  records,  relating  to 
original  or  reissue  patents,  including  di¬ 
gests  and  indexes,  are  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection  and  copies  of  any  instrument 
recorded  may  be  obtained  upon  pa3rment 
of  the  fee  therefor.  Assignment  records, 
digests,  and  Indexes,  relating  to  any 
pending  or  abandoned  application  are 
not  available  to  the  public.  Copies  of 
any  such  assignment  records  and  infor¬ 
mation  with  respect  thereto  shall  be  ob-- 
tainable  only  upon  written  authority  of 
the  applicant  or  his  assignee  or  attorney 
or  agent  or  upon  a  showing  that  the  per¬ 
son  seeking  such  information  is  a  bona 
fide  prospective  or  actual  purchaser, 
mortgagee,  or  licensee  of  such  applica¬ 
tion,  unless  it  shall  be  necessary  to  the 
proper  conduct  of  business  before  the 
Office  or  as  provided  by  the  rules  of  this 
part.  An  order  for  a  copy  of  an  assign¬ 
ment  should  give  the  identification  of 
the  record.  If  identified  only  by  the 
name  of  the  patentee  and  number  of  the 
patent,  or  in  the  case  of  a  trademark 
registration  by  the  name  of  the  regis¬ 
trant  and  number  of  the  registration,  or 
by  nsune  of  the  applicant  and  serial  num¬ 
ber  of  the  application,  an  extra  charge 
be  made  for  the  time  consumed  in 
making  a  search  for  such  assignment. 

(Sec.  1,  66  Stet.  793, 35  U.S.C.  6) 

Edward  J.  Brenner, 
Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Approved:  May  26,  1965. 

J.  Herbert  Hollohon, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Technology. 

(PR  Doc.  66-5654:  Plied,  May  27,  1965; 

8;49  a.m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  6&-CE^9] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration; 

Supplemental  Notice 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  Is  con¬ 
sidering  a  revised  proposal  with  respect 
to  the  alteration  of  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Marion,  m.,  terminal  area. 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  10. 1965  (30  FJl.  4680),  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  proposed,  in  part,  to 
redesignate  the  Marion,  Ill.,  transition 
area  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  E  of  Marlon,  Dl.,  at  latitude  37*- 
43'00''  N.,  longitude  88*62'00"  W..  thence 
SW  to  latitude  37‘‘32'60''  N..  longitude  88*- 
69*00"  W.,  thence  NW  to  latitude  37*43'00" 
N..  longitude  89*22*25"  W..  thence  N  to  lati¬ 
tude  37*54*10**  N.,  longitude  89*28*20**  W., 
thence  E  to  latitude  37*58*45**  N..  longitude 
89*13*10**  W.,  thence  E  to  latitude  87*64*30** 
N..  longitude  88*52*00*'  W..  thence  S  to  the 
beginning. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  it  has 
been  determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
change  the  procedure  turn  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  TerVOR-20  approach  procedure 
from  the  W  side  to  the  E  side  of  the  final 
approach  course.  This  change  will  per- 
znit  the  realignment  of  the  ADF  approach 
to  Carbondale  which  will  provide 
straight-in  approach  minimums  to  Run¬ 
way  18. 

Accordingly,  the  notice  is  amended  to 
propose  that  the  Marion,  HI.,  transition 
area  be  redesigmated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  NE  of  Marlon,  m..  at  latitude  37*- 
63*40"  N„  longitude  88*48*35"  W..  thence  W 
to  latitude  37*66*25"  N.,  longitude  89*02*40" 
W.,  thence  W  to  latitude  37*58*45"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  89*20*26"  W.,  thence  S  to  latitude 
87*48*30"  N..  longitude  89*23*60"  W.,  thence 
S  along  lon^tude  89*23*50"  W..  to  latitude 
37°43'30**  N.,  thence  SE  to  latitude  37*82*60" 
N.,  longitude  88*59*05"  W..  thence  NE  to  lat¬ 
itude  37*42*35"  N..  longitude  88*62*16"  W., 
thence  N  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  TrafiSc  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  64110.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 


in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo..  64110. 

*rhis  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  18, 
1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

(Fit.  Doc.  65-5684:  FUed,  May  27.  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-20] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  alter  the  Riverside.  Calif.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Instrument  departure  procedures  have 
recently  been  developed  for  Hemet-Ryan 
Airport,  Hemet,  Calif.,  and  that  portion 
of  the  Riverside.  Calif.,  transition  area 
with  a  floor  of  700  feet  above  the  surface 
does  not  provide  adequate  controlled  air¬ 
space  for  aircraft  operating  at  Hemet- 
Ryan  Airport. 

To  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  instrument  pro¬ 
cedures  at  Hemet-Ryan  Airport,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes  to 
alter  the  Riverside,  Calif.,  transition 
area  to  encompass  the  Hemet-Ryan 
Airport. 

If  the  action  proposed  herein  is  taken, 
the  Riverside,  Calif.,  transition  area 
would  be  amended  as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  34*10*00"  N..  longitude 
117*59*00"  W..  to  latitude  34*10*00"  N., 
longitude  117*01*00"  W.,  to  latitude  33*- 
50*00"  N.,  longitude  117*01*00"  W..  to  lati¬ 
tude  33*42*30"  N.,  longitude  116*66*30"  W., 
to  latitude  33*38*00"  N.,  longitude  117*09*- 
00"  W..  to  latitude  33*66*00"  N„  longitude 
117*30*00"  W..  to  latitude  33*66*00"  N..  lon¬ 
gitude  117*69*00**  W.;  thence  to  point  of 
beginning;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface, 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude  34*- 
30*00"  N.,  longitude  117*43*00"  W.,  thence 
E  along  latitude  34*30*00"  N.,  to  the  8E 
boundary  of  V-21,  thence  along  the  SE 
boundary  of  V-21  to  longitude  116*30*(X)" 
W.,  thence  direct  to  latitude  84*40*30"  N., 
longitude  116*29*40"  W.,  to  latitude  34*- 
30*00"  N.,  longitude  116*26*30"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  34*16*00"  N.,  longitude  116*18*00"  W.. 
to  latitude  33*80*00"  N.,  longitude  116*18*- 
00"  W.,  to  latitude  33*30*00"  N.,  longitude 
117*30*00"  W.,  to  latitude  33*89*00"  N.,  lon¬ 
gitude  117*30*00"  W.,  to  latitude  33*46*00" 
N.,  longitude  117*45*00"  W.,  to  latitude  33*- 
66*00"  N..  longitude  117*53*00"  W.,  to  lati¬ 
tude  83*56*00**  N.,  longitude  117*69*00"  W.. 
to  latitude  34*10*00"  N.,  longitude  117*60*(W" 
W.,  to  latitude  34*10*00"  N,  longitude  117*- 
43*00"  W.,  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy,  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  90007,  Airport  Station.  Los 
Angeles.  Calif.,  90009.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  surangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  ttie  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
exanUnation  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  May 
20.  1965. 

Wm.  Slade  Hardee, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[Fn.  Doc  65-5585;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-64] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  alter 
controlled  airspace  in  the  Missoula, 
Mont.,  terminal  area. 

The  Missoula,  Mont.,  transition  area  is 
presently  designated  as  that  edrspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Missoula  VOR  308”  radial  extending 
from  4  mUes  NW  to  12  miles  NW  of  the 
VOR  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Missoula  VOR  298”  radial  extending 
from  4  miles  NW  to  9  miles  NW  of  the 
VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  30-mile  radius  of  the  Missoula 
VOR,  bounded  on  the  SW  by  the  SW 
boimdary  of  V-2,  and  on  the  E  by  the 
E  boundary  of  V-231;  within  10  miles 
SW  and  7  miles  NE  of  the  Missoula  VOR 
298”  and  118”  radlals,  extending  from  9 
miles  SE  to  20  miles  NW  of  the  VOR,  and 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  Missoula 
VOR  180”  radial,  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  12  miles  S  of  the  VOR. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
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terminal  airspace  structural  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Missoula,  Mont.,  terminal 
area,  as  a  result  of  the  recent  cancella¬ 
tion  of  the  Jet  penetration  procedure  for 
the  Missoula  County  Airport,  proposes 
the  following  airspace  action: 

Redesignate  the  Missoula,  Mont., 
transition  area  to  cmnprise  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  5  miles  NE  and  8  miles 
SW  of  the  Missoula  VOR  302*  and  122* 
radials,  extending  from  5  miles  SE  to  19 
miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  within  8  miles  SW  and  9 
miles  NE  of  the  Missoula  VOR  298°  and 
118”  radials,  extending  from  7  miles  SE 
to  16  miles  NW  of  the  VOR. 

The  floors  of  the  airways  that  would 
traverse  the  transition  area  proposed 
herein  would  automatically  coincide  with 
the  floors  of  the  transition  area. 

The  proposed  transition  area  will  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  Instrument  approach  and  de- 
partmre  procedures  at  the  Missoula 
County  Airport.  It  will  also  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  protection  for  aircraft 
holding  at  the  Missoula  VOR  and  radio 
beacon.  Hie  proposed  action  requires 
no  changes  or  revisions  to  prescribe  in¬ 
strument  proeedmes  presently  In  effect. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
wTltten  data,  views,  or  argiunents  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
sutxnltted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Elansas 
City,  Mo.,  64110.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  cont^plated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  sulunitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  no¬ 
tice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
In  the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost 
Avenue,  Blansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  May  19, 
1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[PR.  Doo.  65-6086;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

Ho.  108—7 


FEDEBAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

[Docket  No.  16987] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  Notice  Extend¬ 
ing  Time  To  File  Comments 

1.  On  April  30,  1965,  the  C^unmisslon 
issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
In  the  above-entitled  matter  which  spec- 
Ifled  that  comments  were  to  be  flled  on 
or  before  May  28,  1965,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  June  11, 1965.  Cen¬ 
tral  Virginia  Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee 
of  Station  WMNA-FM,  Gretna,  Va.,  and 
a  party  affected  by  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 
has  requested  an  extension  of  time  for 
the  flling  of  comments  frmn  Bfay  28, 
1965,  to  August  27,  1965,  and  for  flling 
reply  cmnments  from  June  11,  1965,  to 
September  10, 1965.  Central  states  that 
it  plans  to  make  engineering  studies 
with  respect  to  possible  FM  assignments 
in  the  Gretna  and  Danville  areas  and  to 
present  detailed  data  showing  the  need 
of  Station  WMNA-FM  for  broad  area 
coverage.  It  further  states  that  the  ad¬ 
ditional  time  is  needed  for  the  studies 
in  depth  which  it  plans  to  flle. 

2.  The  Cmnmlssion  is  of  the  view  that 
an  extension  of  time  is  warranted  in  this 
case.  It  believes,  however,  that  2 
months  should  be  sufficient  time  in  which 
to  prepare  the  studies  suggested  by  pe¬ 
titioner,  rather  than  the  3  months  re¬ 
quested.  AcconUngly,  notice  is  hereby 
^ven  that  the  time  tor  flling  comments 
in  this  proceeding  is  extended  to  July 
26,  1965,  and  for  reply  comments  to  Au¬ 
gust  27, 1965. 

3.  This  acticm  is  taken  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  sections  4(1), 
5(d)(1)  and  303(r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
S  0.281(d)  (8)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

Adopted:  May  24, 1965. 

Released:  May  25, 1965.  ^ 

Federal  Cohmitnications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-5610;  PUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  11279;  FCC  65M-666] 

SUBSCRIPTION  TELEVISION  SERVICE 
Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Re¬ 
sponses  to  Joint  Petition  for  Further 

Rule  Making 

Zenith  Radio  Corp.  and  Teco,  Inc.,  par¬ 
ticipants  in  the  Hartford  trial  subwrip- 


tion  television  operation,  flled  a  Joint 
petition  for  further  rule  making  In  the 
above-captioned  proceeding  on  March  10, 
1965.  Under  §  1.405  of  the  rules,  the  time 
for  flling  statements  responsive  to  the 
petition  would  normally  have  been  i^iril 
26,  1965,  but  in  response  to  petitions  re¬ 
questing  extensions  of  time  flled  by  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Toll  TV  and  the 
International  Telemeter  Corp.,  the  date 
was  extended  to  May  26,  1965,  and  the 
date  for  flling  replies  was  extended  from 
May  11  to  June  10,  1965. 

*1716  National  Association  of  Broad¬ 
casters  (NAB)  on  May  14,  1965,  flled  a 
petition  asking  that  the  dates  be  further 
extended  from  May  26  to  July  14,  1965, 
and  from  Jime  10  to  July  29,  1965,  re¬ 
spectively.  As  reason  therefor,  it  is 
stressed  that  the  luroposals  in  the  Joint 
petition  are  of  great  Importance  to  the  I 
broadcasting  industry,  that  the  Board  of  > 
Directors  of  the  NAB  wishes  to  make  a 
thorough  study  of  the  problnns  involved 
and  will  discuss  the  matter  at  its  semi¬ 
annual  meeting  on  June  23-26, 1965,  and 
that  the  results  of  its  evaluation  will  be 
beneflcial  to  the  Commission  in  its  treat¬ 
ment  of  the  subject. 

Zenith  and  Teco  on  May  17, 1965,  flled 
an  opposition  to  the  NAB  petition.  They 
urge,  among  other  things,  that  good 
cause  has  not  been  shown  for  granting 
an  extension,  that  to  grant  an  extension 
would  cHily  serve  to  delay  the  admin¬ 
istrative  process,  and  that  the  NAB  will 
have  ample  opportunity  to  flle  com¬ 
ments  after  a  notice  of  further  rule  mak¬ 
ing  is  Issued. 

We  believe  that,  considering  the  nature 
and  complexity  of  the  problems  in¬ 
volved,  commoits  of  the  NAB  would 
prove  helpful  at  this  stage  ot  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  an  extension  should  be 
granted. 

Accordingly,  on  this  23th  day  of  May 
1965:  It  is  ordered.  That  the  “Petition 
for  PTirther  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing 
Responses  to  Joint  Petition  for  Further 
Rule  Making”  flled  by  the  National  As¬ 
sociation  of  Broadcasters  on  May  14, 
1965,  is  granted;  and  that  the  time  in 
which  to  flle  statements  responsive  to 
the  “Joint  Petition  of  2;enith  Radio  Corp. 
and  Teco,  Inc.  for  Further  Rule  Making 
to  Authorize  Natimiwide  Subscription 
Television”  is  extended  from  May  26, 
1965,  to  and  Including  July  14, 1965,  and 
the  time  for  flling  replies  is  extended 
from  June  10,  1965,  to  and  Including 
July  29,  1965. 

Released:  May  25,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5611;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Antidumping — AA  643.a-m] 

WELDED  WIRE  MESH  FROM  BELGIUM 
Notice  of  Tentative  Determination 
Mat  20, 1965. 

Information  was  received  on  Jvily  13, 
1964,  that  welded  wire  mesh  for  concrete 
reinforcement  Imported  from  Belgium 
was  being  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended. 

I  hereby  make  a  tentative  determina¬ 
tion  that  welded  wire  mesh  for  concrete 
reinforcement  imported  from  Belgium  is 
not  being,  nor  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (19  n.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons  on  which  this 
tentative  determination  is  hosed.  The 
principal  Belgian  exporters  of  the  welded 
wire  mesh  for  concrete  reinforcement 
were  included  in  the  inquiry  made  cover¬ 
ing  the  period  under  consideration. 
Sales  for  exportation  to  the  United  States 
were  in  some  instances  made  to  firms 
not  related  to  the  seller  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  207  of  the  Antidiunping 
Act.  In  other  instances  such  a  relation¬ 
ship  existed.  Sales  in  the  home  market 
were  sufBcient  in  quantity*  to  afford  a 
proper  basis  of  comparison.  Purchase 
price  or  exporter’s  sales  price,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  were  therefore  compared  for 
fair  value  purposes  with  adjusted  home 
market  price  of  the  welded  wire  mesh 
for  concrete  reinforcement  similar  to  the 
welded  wire  mesh  for  concrete  reinforce¬ 
ment  sold  for  exportation  to  the  United 
States. 

Purchase  price  was  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  the  manufacturers’  ex-mill  sell¬ 
ing  prices  for  exportation  to  the  United 
States.  Exporter’s  sales  price  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  one  manufacturer  to  whom 
this  basis  applied,  was  based  on  the  re¬ 
sale  price  in  the  United  States  which  was 
the  same  as  the  ex-mill  price  including 
an  export  selling  commission,  since  all 
costs  and  charges  accruing  from  the 
Belgian  mill  to  the  ultimate  customers 
in  the  United  States  are  to  the  account 
of  the  ultimate  purchaser  in  the  United 
States.  ’The  selling  cc«nmission  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  sales  to  related  peutles  was 
deducted  from  the  selling  price  to  the 
related  importer  in  the  United  States  in 
calculating  exporter’s  sales  price.  In 
those  instances  where  sales  for  exporta¬ 
tion  to  the  United  States  were  made 
on  an  f  .o.b.  port  of  export  basis,  the  in¬ 
cluded  inland  freight  and  loading 
charges  were  deducted  frmn  such  sales 
prices. 

In  all  cases,  sales  for  home  consiunp- 
tion  were  made  on  a  delivered  customer’s 
premises  basis.  The  included  delivery 
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charges  accnfing  from  the  mtli  to  the 
customer’s  premises  were  deducted, 
therefore,  from  the  home  market  selling 
prices  to  reduce  such  prices  to  an  ex¬ 
mill  basis. 

In  one  instance,  sales  for  home  con¬ 
sumption  were  to  a  consumer  category 
of  purchaser  whereas  those  made  for 
exportation  to  the  United  States  were  to 
a  reseller  level  of  sale.  A  reasonable  re¬ 
duction  from  home  market  price  was 
made  In  this  Instance  to  c<xnpare  the 
home  market  price  with  the  price  at 
the  commensurate  export  sales  level. 
Selling  expenses  were  deducted  from  the 
home  market  sales  price  in  an  amoimt 
not  to  exceed  the  amoimt  of  the  selling 
commission  deducted  In  computing  ex¬ 
porter’s  sales  price.  A  cash  discoimt  ap¬ 
plying  to  one  exporter’s  home  market 
transactions  was  deducted  from  the  In¬ 
volved  home  market  sales  price. 

Almost  all  home  market  sales  comprise 
many  varieties  of  welded  wire  mesh 
panels  and  mats  which  incur  greater  pro¬ 
duction  costs  than  the  two  sizes  of  rolled 
welded  wire  mesh  exploited  to  the  United 
States.  Due  allowance  was  made,  there¬ 
fore,  to  reduce  home  market  price  for 
this  production  cost  differential. 

It  was  found  that  there  had  been  some 
sales  at  less  than  adjusted  hcxne  market 
price  during  the  early  part  of  the  period 
under  consideration.  Subsequent 
changes  in  market  prices  since  that  time 
have  eliminated  this  condition  indicating 
no  likelihood  of  fmther  sales  at  less  than 
fair  value.  The  quantities  thus  sold  and 
the  differences  in  price  were  deemed  to 
be  not  more  than  insignificant. 

’The  complaint  was  withdrawn  as  of 
April  9,  1965. 

Such  written  submissions  as  interested 
parties  may  care  to  make  with  respiect  to 
the  contemplated  action  will  be  given 
appropriate  consideration  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury. 

If  any  pierson  believes  that  any  infor¬ 
mation  obtained  by  the  Bureau  of  Cus¬ 
toms  in  the  course  of  this  antidumping 
proceeding  is  inaccurate  or  that  for  any 
other  reason  the  tentative  determination 
is  in  error,  he  may  request  in  writing  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford  him 
an  oppiortunity  to  present  his  views  in 
this  regard. 

Any  such  written  submissions  or  re¬ 
quests  should  be  addressed  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs,  2100  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20226,  in  time  to 
be  received  by  his  office  not  later  than 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  tentative  determination  and  the 
statement  of  reasons  therefor  are  pub¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  S  14.8(a)  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  14.8(a)). 

[seal]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-6602;  FUed,  May  27,  1066: 

8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Order  2508;  Arndt.  66] 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Mat  20,  1965. 

Section  13y  of  Order  No.  2508  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  13.  Lands  and  Minerals.  The 
Commissioner  may  exercise  the  authority 
of  the  Secretary  in  relation  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  classes  of  matters: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(y)  The  approval  of  orders  to  change 
designation  of  homestead  and  apiproval 
of  instniments  vesting  title,  pursuant  to 
the  provlsimis  of  25  CFR  Part  127;  and 
approval  of  deeds  executed  pursuant  to 
orders  of  the  courts  of  the  State  of  Okla- 
hmna  in  actlcms  instituted  under  section 
3  of  the  Act  of  AprU  18,  1912  (37  Stat. 
86) ,  as  supplemented  by  section  5  of  the 
Act  of  March  2,  1929  (45  Stat.  1478). 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(Fit.  Doc.  65-6696;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  DF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

[Arndt.  2] 

PRICE  SUPPORT  PROGRAMS 
1964  and  Subsequent  Crops; 
Announcement  of  Interest  Rate 

’The  announcement  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  published  in 
29  FJl.  4109,  as  amended  at  29  FJl.  11133, 
of  the  rate  of  Interest  applicable  to  price 
support  programs  on  1964  and  subse¬ 
quent  crops  or  production,  is  hereby 
further  amended  effective  with  respect 
to  price  support  programs  on  1965  and 
subsequent  crops  or  production  to  in¬ 
clude  in  section  (1)  thereof  Form  A  loans 
on  cotton. 

Section  (1)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(1)  Loans  on  barley,  com,  dry  edible 
beans,  fiaxseed,  grain  sorghums,  honey, 
oats,  farm-stored  peanuts,  rice,  rye,  soy¬ 
beans,  tung  oil,  and  wheat,  and  Form  A 
loans  on  cotton  shall  been*  interest  at 
the  rate  of  30  cents  per  $100.00  (fractions 
disregarded)  for  each  calendar  month 
or  fraction  thereof  that  the  loan  is  out¬ 
standing,  excluding  the  calendar  month 
of  repayment. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May 
25,  1965. 

H.  D.  Godfret, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 
[F.R.  Doc.  66-6620;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
NBS  RADIO  STATIONS 

Notice  of  U.S.  Standard  Frequency 
and  Time  Broadcasts 

In  accordance  with  National  Bureau 
of  Standards  policy  of  giving  monthly 
notices  regarding  changes  in  phases  of 
seconds  pulses,  notice  Is  hereby  given 
that  an  adjustment  will  be  made  In  the 
phase  of  time  signals  frcnn  radio  station 
WMVB,  Port  Collins,  Colo.  On  1  July 
1965,  the  clock  at  the  station  will  be 
retarded  by  200  ms  at  00*^0*  UT  (7:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  of  30  June) .  The  successive 
time  pulses  emitted  from  station  WMVB 
are  one  second  ^>art.  The  carrier  fre¬ 
quency  of  WMVB  Is  60  kHz,  and  Is  broad¬ 
cast  without  offset. 

An  adjustment  in  the  phases  of  time 
signals  emitted  from  radio  stations 
WMV,  Oreenbelt,  Md.,  and  WWVH, 
Maui,  Hawaii,  is  also  announced  by  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards.  On  1 
July  1965,  the  pulses  from  these  stations 
will  be  retarded  by  100  ms  at  00‘00*  UT 
(7:00  pm.,  e.8.t.,  of  30  June)  in  accord¬ 
ance  \dth  an  announcement  made  by  the 
Bureau  International  de  I’Heure  (BIH). 
These  pulses  at  present  occur  at  Inter¬ 
vals  which  are  longer  than  one  second 
by  150  parts  of  10'”,  due  to  the  offset 
maintained  in  carrier  frequencies,  as  co¬ 
ordinated  by  the  BIH. 

The  phase  adjustments  ensure  that 
the  emitted  pulses  from  all  stations  will 
remain  within  about  100  ms  of  the  UT2 
scale.  They  are  made  necessary  because 
of  changes  In  the  speed  of  rotation  of 
the  earth  with  which  the  UT2  scale  is 
associated.  Dally  UT2  Information  is 
obtained  from  weekly  fm-ecasts  of  UT2 
provided  by  the  U.S.  Naval  Observatory 
in  accordance  with  the  close  cooperation 
maintained  between  the  two  agencies. 

A.  V.  Astin, 
Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6600;  FUed,  May  27,  1065; 

8:47  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

DRUGS  USED  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS  AND 
IN  TREATMENT  OF  FOOD-PRODUC¬ 
ING  ANIMALS 

Request  for  Residue  Data  and  Other 
Data  To  Clarify  Status  Under  Sec¬ 
tion  409  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  is 
reviewing  all  drugs  now  being  admin¬ 
istered  to  food-producing  animals  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  sanctions  granted  prior 
to  enactment  of  the  food  additives 
amendments  to  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  Such  prior  sanctions 
were  based  in  part  on  the  condition  that 
no  residues  of  the  additives  or  their  me¬ 
tabolites  woiild  be  foimd  in  the  edible 


tissues  or  products  of  animals  treated 
with  such  additives.  This  review  Is  part 
of  the  continuing  assessment  of  earlier 
decisions  to  Insure  that  more  recent 
scientific  developments  and  knowledge 
do  not  necessitate  modifications  In  the 
status  of  any  substance  subject  to  the 
act. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
desires  to  be  sure  that  the  reevaluatlon 
is  based  on  all  scientific  evidence  that  has 
been  accumulated  about  these  drugs  as 
used  In  food-producing  animal  products. 
In  addition  to  data  available  to  or  being 
obtained  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration.  there  may  be  a  substantial 
amount  of  pertinent  data  not  previously 
submitted  to  the  Commissioner. 

Therefore,  manufacturers  of  such 
drugs  and  other  Interested  parties  are 
invited  to  submit  any  scientific  data  not 
previously  submitted  concerning  tissue 
residue  studies  and  methods  of  deter¬ 
mining  such  residues.  The  drugs  cur¬ 
rently  under  study  are  as  follows,  either 
used  alone  or  in  combination  with  anti¬ 
biotic  drugs  listed  in  SS  144.25  and  144.26. 

2-Amino-5*nltrothlazole. 

Cadmium  anthranUate. 

Cadmium  oxide. 

Di-n-butyltln  dllaiirate. 

2,2'  -  Dlbydroxy  -  5>6'  -  dichlorodiphenyl- 
methane. 

Puraxolldone,  in  poultry. 

Nltrolurazone,  in  poultry  and  swine. 

Nltrophenlde,  in  poultry. 

Piperazine  dihydrochloride. 

Piperazine  monohydrochloride. 

Piperazine  phosphate  monohydrate. 

Piperazine  sulfate. 

SulfaqulnoKallne. 

Since  the  public  Interest  requires  that 
a  decision  in  tiiis  matter  be  made  at  an 
early  date,  any  person  having  data  of  the 
kind  requested  Is  invited  to  submit  them 
promptly,  and  in  any  case  within  a  period 
of  90  days  from  the  date  of  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  In  the  Fediral  Reg¬ 
ister.  Written  data,  comments,  sug¬ 
gestions,  or  inquiries  should  be  submitted, 
preferably  in  quintuplicate,  to  the  Peti¬ 
tions  Control  Branch,  Bureau  of  Scien¬ 
tific  Standards  and  Evaluation,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Washington,  D.C., 
20204. 

(Sec.  701(a),  62  Stet.  1065;  21  U.S.C.  371(a)) 

Dated:  May  24,  1965. 

Oeo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-6608;  Filed,  May  27,  1966; 

8:48  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  60-231] 

GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  ATOMIC  ENERGY  ASSO¬ 
CIATES 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Provisional  Construction  Permit 

Pursuant  to  Atomic  Ekiergy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  and  the  regulations  in  Title 
10,  CFR,  Part  50,  "Licensing  of  Produc¬ 
tion  and  Utilization  E'acllities”,  and  Part 
2,  "Rules  of  Practice”,  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  June 


29,  1965,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time.  In  the 
Washingfton  County  Courthouse,  College 
and  Center  Avenues.  Fayetteville,  Aide.,  to 
consider  the  amiUcatlon  filed  imder  sec¬ 
tion  104(b)  of  the  Act  by  General  EHectrlc 
Co..  175  Curtner  Avenue,  San  Jose,  Calif., 
and  Southwest  AttNnic  Ekiergy  Associates, 
306  Psrramld  BiiUding,  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
for  a  provisional  construction  permit  for 
a  fast  oxide  reactor  designed  to  operate 
at  20  megawatts  (thermal)  to  be  located 
at  Cove  Creek.  Washington  Coimty,  Ark. 

The  hearing  will  be  conducted  by  the 
atomic  safety  and  licensing  board  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
consisting  of  Dr.  Thomas  H.  Plgford, 
Berkeley,  Calif.;  Dr.  Dixon  Callihan,  Oak 
Ridge,  Tenn.;  and  Mr.  J.  D.  Bond,  Chair¬ 
man,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  following  Issues  will  be  considered 
at  the  hearing; 

1.  Whether  in  accordance  with  the 
provisiems  of  10  CFR  50.35(a)  — 

(1)  The  applicants  have  described  the 
proposed  design  of  the  facility,  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  the  principal  archl- 
tectmul  and  enghieerlng  criteria  for  the 
design,  and  have  identified  the  major 
features  or  components  on  which  further 
technical  information  is  required; 

(2)  The  omitted  technical  information 
will  be  supplied; 

(3)  The  applicants  have  proposed,  and 
there  will  be  conducted,  a  research  and 
development  program  reasonably  de¬ 
signed  to  resolve  the  safety  questions,  if 
any,  with  respect  to  those  featiues  or 
components  which  require  research  and 
development;  and 

(4)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  a  reasonable  assurance  that  (1) 
such  safety  questions  will  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest 
date  stated  in  the  application  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  construction  of  the  proposed 
facility  and  (11)  taking  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  site  criteria  contained  in  Part 
100,  the  proposed  faculty  can  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  applicants  coUectively 
are  technlcaUy  qualified  to  design  and 
construct  the  proposed  facility; 

3.  Whether  the  applicants  are  finan¬ 
cially  quaUfied  to  design  and  construct 
the  proposed  facility; 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  a  permit 
for  the  construction  of  the  facility  wiU 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

The  application  and  the  report  of  the 
Commission's  Advisory  Committee  on 
Reactor  Safeguards  (ACRS)  are  avail¬ 
able  for  piiblic  Inspection  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  C(H>ies 
of  the  ACRS  report  may  be  obtained  by 
request  to  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
ResMStor  Licensing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20545. 

Petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  2.714  of  the 
Commission’s  “Rules  of  Practice”,  must 
be  received  in  the  OfBce  of  the  Secretary, 
UB.  Atomic  Ekiergry  Commission.  Ger¬ 
mantown,  Md.,  or  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  not  later  than 
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June  14,  1965,  or  in  the  event  of  a  post¬ 
ponement  of  the  specified  hearing  date, 
at  such  time  as  the  Board  may  specify. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  make  an  oral 
or  written  statement  setting  forth  his 
position  on  the  issues  specified,  but  who 
does  not  wish  to  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene.  may  request  permission  to  make  a 
limited  appearance  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  2.715  of  the  Commission’s 
“Rules  of  Practice”.  Ldmited  appear¬ 
ances  will  be  permitted  at  the  time  of  tfie 
hearing  in  the  discretion  of  the  Board, 
within  such  limits  and  on  such  condi¬ 
tions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Board. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  are  requested  to  inform  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20545,  by  June 
14, 1965. 

Answers  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  2.705  of  the  Commission’s 
“Rules  of  Practice”,  must  be  filed  by  the 
applicants  on  or  before  June  14. 1965. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary,  UJS.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington.  D.C., 
20545,  or  may  be  fil^  by  delivery  to  the 
OflOce  of  Uie  Secretary,  UB.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Germantown,  Md., 
or  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the 
Board,  parties  are  required  to  file,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  S  2.708  of  the 
Commission’s  “Rules  of  Practice”,  an 
original  and  20-conformed  copies  of  each 
such  paper  with  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  May  1965. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energt  Commission, 

W.  B.  McCool, 

Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

[F.R.  Doc.  6&-5646;  FUed,  May  27.  1965: 

8:49  8jn.] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

{Docket  No.  15353;  Order  E-22208] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  May 
24,  1965. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Confer¬ 
ence  3-1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates.  Docket  15353;  Agreement 
CAB.  18169,  R-14. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  Joint  Conference  3-1,  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Associatlcm 
(LATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolution  590  dealing  with 
specific  commodity  rates. 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotected  notices  to  the  carriers  and 


promulgated  in  lATA  Status  Report  No. 
18,  names  a  rate  under  a  new  specific 
ciHnmodity  description  as  set  forth  below. 

Item  0640 — Poultry  or  Game,  34  cents  per 
kg.,  minimum  weight  500  k^s..  West  (Toast 
to  Papeete. 

Pursuant  to  authorltr  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 

14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found  that  the 
subject  agreement  is  adverse  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act, 
provided  that  apiproval  thereof  is  condi¬ 
tioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 
Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

That  Agreement  CAB  18169,  R-14,  be 
approved,  provided  that  such  approval 
shall  not  constitute  approval  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  commodity  description  contained 
therein  for  purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  Order,  pursuant  to 
the  Board’s  regulations.  14  (TFR  385.50, 
may  file  such  petitions  within  ten  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  this  Order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above  pe¬ 
riod  unless  within  such  period  a  petition 
for  review  thereof  is  filed,  or  the  Board 
gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this  order 
on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

IFH.  Doc.  65-5621;  FUed,  May  27.  1965; 
8:49  am.] 

[Docket  No.  16353;  Order  £-22212] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Rate  Matters 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.. 
on  the  25th  day  of  May  1965. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Traffic  Con¬ 
ference  2  and  Joint  Conferences  1-2,  2-3, 
and  3-1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  rate  matters; 
Docket  15353,  Agreement  CAB  18329. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations, 
an  agreement  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  car¬ 
riers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  Conference  2  and  Joint  Confer¬ 
ences  1-2,  2-3,  and  3-1  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Air  Transport  Association  (LATA) , 
and  adopted  by  mail  vote.  The  agree¬ 
ment  has  been  assigned  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  CAB  Agreement  number. 

The  agreement  amends  Resolutions 
552,  554a,  554b,  554c,  555,  and  590,  so  as 
to  common  rate  both  general  and  spe- 
cific  commodity  rates  to  and  from  Bil- 
limd,  Odense,  and  Sonderborg  with  rates 
to  and  from  Copenhagen. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102,  204(a).  and  412  of  the  Act, 
makes  the  following  findings: 

1.  The  Board  does  not  find  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolutions,  which  are  incorporated 
in  the  above-described  agreement,  to  be 


adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act: 

200(MaU  528)662. 

JT23(Mall  136)556. 

JT12(MaU  398) 554a. 

JT12(Mall  398)  554b. 

JT13(MaU  398) 554c. 

JT12(Mail  398)590. 

JT23(Mail  136)690. 

JT31(Mall  102)590. 

JT123(MaU  398)690. 

2.  The  Board  finds  that,  based  on  facts 
presently  known.  Resolution  200(Mail 
528)590  in<x>rporated  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  agreement  does  not  affect  air 
transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  ’That: 

1.  That  portion  of  Agreement  CAB 
18329  as  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  1 
is  approved;  and 

2.  Jurisdiction  is  disclaimed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  that  portion  of  Agreement 
CAB  18329  as  set  forth  in  finding  para¬ 
graph  2. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-5622;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  15973, 15974;  FCC  65M-650] 

DIXIE  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC.,  AND 
TUPELO  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Following  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Dixie  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co..  Inc.,  Tupelo,  Miss.,  Do<dcet  No. 
15973,  File  No.  BPH-4423;  Tupelo  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  Tupelo,  Miss.,  Docket 
No.  15974,  File  No.  BPH-4461;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

It  appearing  that  at  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  held  this  date  prcxsedural  ar¬ 
rangements  were  made  which  should  be 
formalized  by  issuance  of  an  appropriate 
order: 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  24th 
day  of  May  1965,  as  follows; 

(1)  'The  direct  cases  of  the  applicants 
should  be  presented  in  the  form  of  sworn 
written  ei^bits; 

(2)  There  will  be  a  preliminary  ex¬ 
change  of  applicants’  proposed  exhibits 
relating  to  Issue  1  (engineering)  by  July 
9, 1965; 

(3)  There  will  be  a  final  exchange  of 
appli(umts’  proposed  exhibits  re  Issue  1 
by  July  23, 1965; 

(4)  The  proposed  exhibits  bearing  on 
the  standard  (xmiparative  issue  shall  be 
exchanged  by  July  23,  1965; 

(5)  Notification  as  to  witnesses  re¬ 
quired  to  be  present  at  the  hearing  for 
cross-examination  shall  be  given  by  Au¬ 
gust  10, 1965;  and 

(6)  The  hearing  heretofore  scheduled 
for  June  29,  1965  is  postponed  to  Sep- 
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tcmber  8.  1965,  at  10  am.,  in  the  offices 
of  the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  May  24, 1965. 

Federal  Coiocunications 
ComassiON, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-6613;  Filed,  Ublj  27,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  16976,  16976;  FCC  66M-662] 

REGIONAL  BROADCASTING  CORP. 
AND  EVERGREEN  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Regional  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.,  Loveland,  Colo.,  Docket 


DELTA  STEAMSHIP  LINES,  INC.,  AND 
LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916, 


No.  15975,  File  No.  BPH-4708;  Evergreen 
Enterprise,  Inc.,  Loveland,  Colo.,  Docket 
No.  15978,  File  No.  BPH-4779;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  24th  day  of  May 
1965,  because  of  the  illness  of  the  presid¬ 
ing  Hearing  Examiner,  that  the  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  heretofore  was  scheduled 
to  commence  May  26,  1965,  is  continued 
to  June  4, 1965,  at  9  am.,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  May  24, 1965. 

Federal  ComcxmicATiONS 
COKMISSION, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waplb, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-6614;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46  UJS.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW.. 
Room  301;  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  offices  of  the  District  Man¬ 
agers,  New  York.  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Rrancisco,  Calif.  Comments 
with  reference  to  an  agreement  including 
a  request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 


submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  W.  3.  Amoes,  Jr.,  Vice  Preeldent,  Traffic, 

Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  New 

Orleans.  La. 

Agreement  9452,  between  Delta 
Steamship  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co..  Inc.,  provides  that 
“Delta”  app<dnts  “I^rkes”  as  its  agent  at 
certain  UB.  Qulf  ports,  which  appoint¬ 
ment  ‘Xykes”  accepts.  “Lykes”  will 
perform  all  acts  and  functions  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  agreement  at  the  rates  of 
compensation  named  therein. 

Dated:  May  21. 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Cnn- 
misslon. 

Francis  C.  Hurnet, 
Special  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary. 

[FB.  Doc.  65-5606;  Filed,  May  27,  1966; 

8:48  am.) 


MOORE-McCORMACK  LINES,  INC., 
AND  FARRELL  LINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Ro<xn  301;  or  may  inspect  the  agreement 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  J.  D.  Straton,  Jr.,  Moore-McCormack 

Lines,  Inc.,  2  Broadway,  New  Tork,  N.T., 

10004. 

Agreement  9454  between  Mocue- 
McCormack  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Farrell 
Lines,  Inc.,  establishes  a  through  billing 
arrangement  in  the  trade  from  UB.  At¬ 
lantic  Coast  ports  to  ports  in  Tanzania 
and  Kensra,  East  Africa,  with  tranship- 


(Canadlan  List  200] 

CANADIAN  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
List  of  Changes,  Proposed  Changes,  and  Corrections 

Mat  18.  1965. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of  Part  m,  section  2  cX.  the  North  American 
Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 

List  of  changes,  proposed  changes  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian 
Broadcast  Stations  modif3rlng  appendix  containing  assignments  of  Canadian  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Mimeograph  No.  47214-3)  attached  to  the  rec<unmendations  of  the 
North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Elnglneering  Meeting. 


Call  lettcn 

Location 

Power  kw 

Antenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Expected  date  of 
commencement  of 
operation 

ClIOT  (asslgninrnt 
(if  call  letters). 

CJAV  (now  in  oper- 

tttO  kiloetclu 

DA-N 

u 

II 

Port  Albemi,  British 

tUfi  kiUtcfcU* 

1  kwD^.26kwN. 

'  ND 

V 

IV 

at  ion  with  In- 
rn'ased  daytime 

1  lower). 

CKSL  (delete  as- 

Colambia. 

London,  Ontario . 

ttSO  kiloepek* 

DA-1 

V 

m 

.'icnment— vide 

1410  kilocyclrs). 

im  kUoctcUn 

DA-1 

V 

III 

EIO.  6-15-66. 

CKOX(nowin 
ii|K-ratlon  with  In- 
ircaaed  daytime 
IKiwer). 

CKSL  (now  in  oper¬ 
ation  on  new  fre- 
(liicncy  with  In¬ 
creased  power). 

Woodstock,  Ontario . 

isip  kOoepclu 

1  kwp/0.2fi 
kwN. 

tilO  kilofyeUt 
lOkw . 

/  DA-D 
IND-N 

DA-2 

}  ^ 

U 

IV 

in 

Federal  ComruNicATioNs  Commission, 
(seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-5612;  Filed,  May  27, 1966;  8:48  a.m.] 
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ment  at  Portuguese  East  African  and 
Republic  of  South  African  ports,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  the  agreement. 

Dated:  May  21. 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Special  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5607;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.ni.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  2511] 

COLORADO  RIVER  WATER 
CONSERVATION  DISTRICT 

Notice  of  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit  for  Proposed  Project 

Mat  21. 1965. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  imder  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791ar-825r)  by 
The  Colorado  River  Water  Conserva¬ 
tion  District  (correspondence  to:  Philip 
P.  Smith,  Secretary-Engineer,  The  Colo¬ 
rado  River  Water  Conservation  District, 
Post  Office  Box  239,  Glenwood  Springs, 
Colo.) ,  for  a  preliminary  permit  for  pro- 
ix>sed  Project  No.  2511,  to  be  known  as 
the  Red  Cliff  Project,  to  be  located  on  the 
Eagle  River  and  its  tributaries.  Home- 
stake  Creek,  Peterson  Creek,  and  Pall 
Creek  in  Eagle  County,  Colo.,  near  the 
towns  of  Red  Cliff  and  Gilman,  and 
affecting  lands  of  the  United  States 
within  White  River  National  Forest. 

The  proposed  project  would  be  a  com¬ 
bination  water  storage  and  hydroelectric 
development  and,  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  would  consist  of:  (1)  An  earth 
and  rockfiU  dam  (about  1,000  feet  long 
and  190  feet  high)  located  on  Htnne- 
stake  Creek  which  dam  would  create; 

(2)  a  reservoir  about  750  acres  in  area 
with  a  capacity  of  53,000  acre-feet;  (3) 
a  feeder  canal  some  9,000  feet  long  to 
convey  water  from  a  headgate  on  the 
Eagle  River  to  said  reservoir;  (4)  a  power 
conduit  6  feet  in  diameter  extending 
about  19,000  feet  to;  (5)  a  penstock  13,- 
500  feet  long  leading  to;  (6)  a  power- 
plant  with  proposed  installed  capacity  of 
16,000  kw;  (7)  feeder  conduits  to  convey 
water  to  the  power  conduit  from  intake 
structures  on  Peterson  Creek  and  Fall 
Creek;  (8)  a  reregulating  reservoir  with 
a  capacity  of  about  3,000  acre-feet;  and 
(9)  appurtenant  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  last  day  uix)n  which 
protests  or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  July 
19,  1965.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Ccmunission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gittride, 
Secretary. 

(FJt.  Doc.  65-5589;  FUed,  May  27,  1066; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  C;P65-361] 

DONNELL  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

May  21,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1965,  The 
Donnell  Co.  (Applicant) ,  Post  Office  Box 
235,  Denham  Springs,  La.,  filed  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  C7P65-361  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  an  order  of  the  Commission  direct¬ 
ing  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co.  to 
establish  physical  connection  of  its  na¬ 
tural  gas  transmission  facilities  with  the 
facilities  proix)6ed  to  be  constructed  by 
Applicant,  and  to  sell  and  deliver  natural 
gas  to  Applicant  for  resale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  in  toe  unincorporated  communities 
of  Pearlington,  Lakeshore,  Clermont 
Bbirbor,  Belle  Isle,  and  Oak  Harbor,  Han¬ 
cock  County,  Mi^.,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  toe  application  which  is  on  file 
with  toe  CcHnmlssion  and  open  to  public 
Inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  a  dis¬ 
tribution  system  to  serve  the  communi¬ 
ties  with  natural  gas.  The  facilities  to 
be  constructed  by  Applicant  are  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  $245,000,  which  will  be 
financed  from  the  sale  of  bonds. 

Applicant  estimates  its  annual  and 
peak  day  requirements  for  natural  gas 
for  toe  initial  3 -year  period  of  proposed 
operations  to  be  as  follows: 


First 

Second 

Third 

year 

year 

year 

Annual  (McO . 

21,000 

21,fi00 

26,260 

Peak  day  (McO . 

306 

359 

384 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  toe  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C..  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  toe  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
Jime  18, 1965. 

Joseph  H.  Gtttride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5690;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 
V  8:47  a.m.j 


[Project  No.  5] 

MONTANA  POWER  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Intervention  and  Ex¬ 
tending  Time  for  Filing  Evidence 
and  Time  for  Hearing 

May  21,  1965. 

The  Commission’s  order  of  March  29, 
1965,  fixed  July  20,  1965,  as  date  for  a 
public  hearing  on  the  application  of 
toe  Confederated  Sallsh  and  Kootenai 
Tribes  of  toe  Flathead  Reservation, 
Mont.  (Confederated  Tribes)  for  read- 


withln  which  to  prepare  and  file  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  and  toe  time  for  the 
hearing. 

rrhe  Confederated  Tribes,  on  May  5, 
1965,  filed  a  response,  supporting  In¬ 
terior’s  petition  to  intervene,  and  joining 
toe  motion  for  a  two  month  extension  of 
time. 

Interior  proposes  by  this  intervention 
to  show  that  toe  annual  charges  for  use 
of  Indian  lands  for  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  Project  No.  5  by  The  Montana 
Power  Co.  should  be  resuljusted;  that 
such  charges  should  be  substantially  in¬ 
creased;  and  that  such  readjustment 
should  be  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  10(e)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  as  amended. 

The  Commission  finds : 

(1)  The  participation  of  the  Secretary 
of  toe  Interior  in  this  proceeding  is  in 
the  public  interest. 

(2)  It  will  not  be  inconsistent  with  the 
public  interest  to  extend  toe  time  for  the 
filing  of  evidence  and  the  time  for  the 
hearing  as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is 
hereby  permitted  to  Intervene  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regiUations  of  toe  Commis¬ 
sion:  Provided,  That  the  participation  of 
such  intervener  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  inter¬ 
ests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene;  Provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  the  Petitioner  toall  not 
be  construed  as  recognition  by  toe  Com¬ 
mission  that  toe  Intervener  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  The  Commission’s  order  of  March 
29,  1965,  fixing  this  matter  for  hearing  is 
modified  to  conform  to  the  following 
schedule: 

(1)  The  Confederated  Tribes  and  The 
Montana  Power  Co.  and  Interior  shall 
file  by  July  26,  1965,  with  toe  Secretary 
of  toe  Commission  an  original  and  10 
copies  of  all  their  testimony  including 
qualifications  of  witness,  and  exhibits  to 
be  presented  In  their  direct  cases; 

(2)  The  Commission  Staff  shall  file 
by  August  23,  1965,  with  toe  Secretary, 
an  original  and  10  copies  of  all  of  its 
direct  testimony  and  exhibits,  including 
qualifications  of  witnesses; 

(3)  All  motions  to  strike  shall  be  filed 
with  toe  Presiding  Examiner  by  Septem¬ 
ber  7,  1965,  with  replies  to  such  motions 
to  be  filed  by  September  13, 1965; 

(4)  The  hearing  shall  commence  on 
September  21, 1965,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20426,  at  which  time  all 
parties  shall  be  prepared  to  proceed  with 
cross-examination  on  direct  with  rebut- 


justment  of  annual  charges  for  use  of 
Indian  lands  by  Project  No.  5  of  The 
Montana  Power  Co.  on  the  Flathead 
River  in  Montana. 

On  April  SO,  1965,  toe  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  (Interior)  filed  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  these  proceedings,  and  a  mo¬ 
tion  for  an  extension  of  time  for  2  months 


tal,  if  any,  to  follow  immediately  there¬ 
after. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutrioe, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-5591;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 
8:47  aJD.] 
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[Doclwt  No.  cpe»-36a) 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  21,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  <hi  May  14,  1965, 
Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Applicant), 
2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP65-363  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Oas 
Act  for  permission  and  approval  to  aban¬ 
don  certain  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  seeks  to  abandon  a  measiu*- 
ing  and  regulating  station  in  Dakota 
County,  Minn.,  presently  serving,  through 
Applicant’s  Peoples  Natural  Clas  Division 
(Peoples) ,  the  Joint  Independent  School 
District  No.  191  (School  District).  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  Peoples  has  entered  into 
a  sales  agreement  with  Minneapolis  Oas 
Co.  (Minneapolis)  transferring  certain 
natural  gas  distribution  equipment  and 
associated  pr(g)erty,  and  assigning 
Peoples’  gas  service  contract  with  School 
District  to  Minneapolis.  The  application 
states  that  the  faculties  which  are  the 
subject  of  the  application  will  no  longer 
be  useful  to  serve  School  District-  since 
Miiuaeapolls  proposes  to  construct  a  new 
measiulng  and  regulating  station  for  that 
purpose. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  fUed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C..  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  imder  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  June  18,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Pow'er  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pr(x^ure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
appUcation  if  no  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  and  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  for  the  proposed  aban¬ 
donment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  beUeves  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  fiuther  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  uiUess  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutridb, 
Secretary. 

|FR.  Doc.  65-6592;  Filed,  May  27.  1966; 

8:47  a.in.J 


TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 

[Docket  No.  CP85-362] 

Notice  of  Application 

Mat  21, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  17,  1965, 
Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.  (Applicant), 
Post  Office  Box  1502,  Houston,  Tex., 


77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-362  an 
aiH>llcatlcm  pursuant  to  sectl<Hi  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Oas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author- 
Mng  the  construction  and  (gieration  of 
natural  gas  facilities  and  the  sale  of  up 
to  25,000  Mcf  per  day  of  natural  gas  to 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  CTo.  (Pan¬ 
handle)  ,  all  as  more  fiilhr  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  (gien  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authori¬ 
zation  to  construct  and  operate  a  6-inch 
tap  valve  and  appurtenant  facilities  at 
the  delivery  point  to  Panhandle  which  is 
to  be  located  at  a  point  where  Applicant’s 
10-inch  Cactus  lateral  crosses  Pan¬ 
handle’s  existing  Simray  line  in  Sherman 
Coimty,  Tex.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
facilities  is  $1,740,  which  is  to  be  fi¬ 
nanced  from  funds  on  hand. 

Applicant  requests  the  authorization 
to  sell  up  to  25,000  Mcf  per  day  to  Pan¬ 
handle  until  December  31.  1965,  or  until 
Applicant  commences  deliveries  to  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  exchange  program  for  which 
authorization  is  being  requested  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CP65-320,  whichever  is  earlier. 

The  stated  reason  for  the  proposed 
sale  of  gas  Is  that  AiH>llcant’s  present 
deliveries  from  its  Panhandle  system  are 
barely  sufficient  to  avoid  causing  its  Pan¬ 
handle  producers  to  be  compelled  either 
to  suffer  physical  drainage,  fiare  casing¬ 
head  residue  gas  or  suffer  loss  of  leases. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C..  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procediu*e  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  June  18,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jm-isdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  protest  or  petition  to 
Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  and  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  tJie  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest 
or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedme  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-5693;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANK  OF  WOOD  COUNTY  CO. 

Order  Approving  Merger  of  Banks 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  The 
Bank  of  Wood  County  Company  for  ap¬ 


proval  of  merger  with  The  First  National 
Bank  of  North  Baltimore. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Oovemors,  pursuant  to  the  Bank  Merger 
Act  of  1960  (12  UB.C.  1828(c)),  an  ap¬ 
plication  by  The  Bank  of  Wood  County 
Co.,  Bowling  Oreen,  Ohio,  a  State  mem¬ 
ber  bank  of  the  F’ederal  Reserve  System, 
for  the  Board’s  prior  approval  of  the 
merger  of  that  bank  and  The  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  North  Baltimore,  North 
Baltimore.  Ohio,  under  the  charter  and 
title  of  The  Bank  of  Wood  County  Co. 

As  an  incident  to  the  merger,  the  sole 
office  of  The  First  National  Bank  of 
North  Baltimore  would  become  a  branch 
of  the  resulting  bank.  Notice  of  the 
proposed  merger,  in  form  approved  by 
the  Board,  has  b^n  published  pursuant 
to  said  Act. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  said  Act,  including  reports  furnished 
by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation, 
and  the  Attorney  General  on  the  com¬ 
petitive  factors  involved  in  the  proposed 
merger. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement^  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  approved,  provided  that  said 
merger  shall  not  be  consummated  (a) 
within  seven  csdendar  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  said  date. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  May.  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.’  s 

[SEALl  Merritt  Sherjcan, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-5573;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION 

Utilization  and  Disposal  Sorvico 

[  WUdlUe  Order  75] 

PORTION  OF  NATIONAL  GUARD 

TRAINING  AREA,  CADET  POINT, 
BILOXI,  MISS. 

Transfer  to  Department  of  the 
Interior 

Pursuant  to  section  2  of  Public  Law 
537,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved  May 
19, 1943  (16  n.s.c.  667a) .  notice  is  hereby  - 
given  that: 

1.  By  letter  frexn  the  Goieral  Services 
Administration,  Atlanta  Regional  Office, 
dated  April  30,  1965,  the  property  com¬ 
prising  6.10  acres  of  upland  and  16.80 
acres  imder  water,  identified  as  a  portion 
of  the  National  Guard  Training  Area 
(Cadet  Point),  Biloxi,  Miss.,  and  more 


^FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Ck>ples  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  (Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C..  20661,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland. 

*  Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Martin, 
and  Oovemors  Balderston,  Robertson,  and 
Maisel.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Governors 
Shepardson,  MltcheU,  and  Daane. 
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NOTICES 


particularly  described  in  said  letter  has 
been  transferred  effective  April  30,  1965, 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

2.  The  above  identified  property  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  for  wildlife  conservation  pur¬ 
poses  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  1  of  the  said  Public  Law  537 
(16U.S.C.  667b). 

Dated:  May  21, 1965. 

Walter  C.  Moreland, 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Real 
Property,  Utilization  and  Dis¬ 
posal  Service. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-6594;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:47  a.in.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[811-7111 

AUTOMATION  INVESTMENTS  CO. 

NoHce  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Registration 

May  21, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission  (“Com¬ 
mission”)  on  its  own  motion  proposes  to 
declare  by  order,  pursuant  to  section 
8(f)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”),  that  Automation  Invest¬ 
ments  Co.  (“Automation”) ,  821  Fifteenth 
Street  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.C.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation,  has  ceas^  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company. 

Automation  restored  as  a  manage¬ 
ment  closed-end  diversified  investment 
company  imder  section  8(a)  of  the  Act 
by  filing  a  notification  of  registration  on 
Form  N-8A  on  February  13,  1956.  At 
that  time,  Automation’s  name  was  Auto¬ 
mation  Industries  Corporation.  Infor¬ 
mation  in  our  files  indicates  that  monies 
deposited  by  subscribing  stockholders 
have  been  returned.  The  Secretary  of 
State  of  Delaware  has  informed  the 
Commission  that  Automation  was  dis¬ 
solved  on  March  10, 1958. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  C(»nmis- 
sion,  on  its  own  motion,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and  that  upon  the  tak¬ 
ing  effect  of  such  order  the  registration 
of  such  ccmipany  shall  cease  to  be  in 
effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June 
11,  1965,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest.  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  propo^  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Ccanmlssion  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  cwn- 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  shall  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail  if  the 


person  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  frixn  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  Aut<miatlon  Investments  Co.  at  the 
address  set  forth  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an 
attomey-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  (xmtemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules'  and 
regulations  promulgated  imder  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  matter  may  be 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  bcusis 
of  the  information  stated  in  this  notice, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  this 
matter  shall  be  issued  upon  request  or 
upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority) . 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DnBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-5598;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATEMENT  OF  ORGANIZATION 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

’The  Veterans  Administration  state¬ 
ment  of  organization  (29  FR.  6969)  is 
amended  as  follows; 

For  California,  VA  Office,  San  Diego: 
Before  “2131  ’Third  Ave.”  Insert  “Wusaaw 
Medical  Bldg.” 

For  District  of  Columbia,  Hospital, 
Washington:  Delete  “20007 — 2650  Wis¬ 
consin  Ave.  NW.”  and  insert  “20422 — 50 
Irving  St.  NW.” 

For  Hawaii,  Regional  Office,  Honolulu: 
Before  “P.O.  Box  3198,”  insert  “680  Ala 
Moana  Blvd.” 

For  Indiana,  Hospital,  Indianapolis: 
Delete  “Veterans  Administration  Hospi¬ 
tal”  and  Insert:  “1481  West  10th  St.” 

For  Maine,  VA  Office,  Portland:  Delete 
“171  Middle  St.”  and  In^rt  “76  Pearl  St,” 

For  Ohio,  Regional  Office,  Cincinnati 
45202  through  Regional  Office,  Cleveland 
44114:  Delete  in  its  entirety  and  insert: 

Regional  Office,  Cincinnati  45202 — ^Federal 
Office  Bldg.,  550  Main  St. 

VA  Office,  Columbus  43215 — ^Bryson  Bldg., 
700  Bryden  Rd. 

Regional  Office,  Cleveland  44114 — Cuya¬ 
hoga  Bldg.,  216  Superior  Ave. 

Hospital,  Cleveland  44130:  Delete 
“7300  York  Rd.”  and  insert  “10701  East 
Blvd.” 

For  Pennsylvania,  Insurance  Center, 
Philadelphia  19101  through  Regional 
Office,  Idttsburgh  15222 — 107  Sixth  St.: 
Delete  in  its  entirety  and  insert; 

Center  (Regional  Office  and  Insurance) 
(5000  Wissahickon  Ave.),  Mall:  P.O.  Box 
8079,  Remittances:  P.O.  7787. 

Regional  Office,  Pittsburgh  15222 — 1000 
Liberty  Ave. 

For  Philippines,  Republic  of  the.  Re¬ 
gional  Office:  Delete  in  its  entirety  and 
insert  “Regional  Office,  Manila — ^APO 
96528,  San  Francisco,  Calif.” 

For  Rhode  Island,  Regional  Office, 
Providence:  Delete  “Exchange  PI.”  and 
insert  “Kennedy  Plaza." 


For  Utah,  Regional  Office,  Salt  Lake 
City:  Delete  “1255”  and  insert  “125.” 

By  dlrectiixi  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  a.  H.  Monk, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 

[FJi.  Doc.  65-5597;  FUed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

May  25,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39800 — Barytes  to  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
agent  (No.  A4698),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  crude  or  ground 
barytes,  in  carloads,  from  Athens,  Tenn., 
to  New  Orlesms,  La. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  16  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-417. 

FSA  No.  39801 — Grain  and  grain  prod¬ 
ucts  from  Oklahoma  points.  Fil^  by 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  (No.  899),  for  itself  and  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  grain,  also  soy¬ 
beans,  wheat  Hour,  and  bulgiir,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  Goodwell,  Ouymon,  and 
Texhoma,  Okla.,  to  Texas  and  Louisiana 
Gulf  ports  (for  export) . 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship. 

Tariff — Supplements  17  and  20  to 
Chicago.  Rock  Island  b  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  tariff  I.C.C.  C-13743. 

FSA  No.  39802 — Liquid  caustic  soda  to 
Griffin,  Ga.  FUed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
agent  (No.  A4695),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  liquid  caustic  soda, 
in  tank  carloads,  from  Memphis,  Tenn., 
to  Griffin,  Ga. 

Groimds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  32  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-484. 

FSA  No.  39803 — Chlorine  from  Acme, 
N.C.  FUed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent 
(No.  A4696) ,  for  interested  raU  carriers. 
Rates  on  chlorine,  in  tank  carloads,  sub¬ 
ject  to  minimum  shipment  of  550,000 
pounds,  from  Acme,  N.C.,  to  Charleston 
and  Institute,  W.  Va. 

Groimds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  8  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-517. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  65-5603;  Filed,  May  37.  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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Friday,  May  28,  1965 

(Docket  34640] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  PROBABILITY 
SAMPLING  STUDIES 

Mat  21.  1965. 

Notice  to  all  Class  I  and  Class  n  com¬ 
mon  carriers  of  general  freight  having 
gross  revenues  over  $500,000  with  75  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  such  revenues  being  de¬ 
rived  from  general  commodities. 

The  Commission,  by  Division  2,  upon 
consideration  of  the  representations  and 
requests  set  forth  in  communications 
received  from  motor  carriers  and  other 
interested  parties  to  notice  of  April  23, 
1965,  issued  in  docket  No.  34540,  30  F.R. 
5951,  has  authorized  an  extension  of  90 
days  beyond  the  original  filing  date  for 
submission  of  comments  on  the  matter 
of  Motor  Carrier  Probability  Sampling. 
Accordingly,  responses,  in  triplicate, 
should  reach  this  office  not  later  than 
August  11,  1965. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Arues, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  66-5604;  Filed.  May  27,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[NoUce  1181] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

May  25.  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  C7FR  Part  179) , 
apfiear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their  pe¬ 
titions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-67823.  By  order  of  May 
20,  1965,  the  'Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Ruth  Jobe  Nester,  doing 
business  as  Nester  Transfer,  Welch. 
W.  Va.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-495  issued  August  29, 
1940,  to  Paul  De  Mario,  Welch.  W.  Va., 
authorizing  the  transportation,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of:  Household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  Welch,  W.  Va.,  and  points  and 
places  in  West  Virginia  within  15  miles 
of  Welch,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  and  places  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Kentucky.  Albert  A.  Barley, 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Welch, 
W.  Va.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-^7836.  By  order  of  May 
20,  1965.  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Rowan  Transport.  Inc., 
Jamestown,  N.Y..  of  Certificates  Nos. 

No.  103 - 8 


MC-1 12474,  MC-1 12474  (Sub-No.  3), 
MCJ-112474  (Sub-No.  4),  MC-112474 
(Sub-No.  5).  and  MC-112474  (Sub-No. 
7),  issued  to  Walter  Rowan,  Jamestown, 
N.Y..  September  14.  1956,  July  11.  1961, 
October  10.  1960,  January  30,  1963,  and 
November  20.  1964,  respectively,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  over  irregular 
routes  of  salt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Livingston  County,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Mercer, 
Venango.  Warren,  McKean,  and  Potter 
Counties,  Pa.;  such  roadbuilding  and 
construction  materials  as  may  be  trans¬ 
ported  in  dump  trucks,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Chautauqua  (bounty,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Warren,  Mc¬ 
Kean,  Potter,  Venango,  Forest,  Elk,  and 
Clarion  Counties,  Pa.;  such  bulk  com¬ 
modities  as  are  susceptible  of  being  im- 
loaded  by  dumping,  in  dump  trucks,  from 
points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Warren,  Mc¬ 
Kean,  Potter,  Venango,  Forest,  Elk,  and 
Clarion  Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Chautauqua  County,  N.Y.;  salt,  from 
Ludlowville  and  Watkins  Olen,  N.Y.  to 
points  in  Erie,  McKean,  Potter,  and 
Warren  Counties,  Pa.;  salt,  in  containers, 
/from  Retsof,  Livingston  County,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Erie,  Crawford,  Mercer,  Ve¬ 
nango.  Warren,  McKean,  and  Potter 
Counties,  Pa.;  salt,  from  Watkins  Olen 
and  Ret^f,  N.Y.,  to  points  hr  Potter, 
Crawford,  McKean,  Warren,  and  Erie 
Counties,  Pa.;  and  pepper,  in  packages, 
from  Watkins  Olen,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Potter,  Crawford,  McKean.  Warren,  and 
Erie  Counties,  Pa.  Kenneth  T.  Johnson, 
Bank  of  Jamestown  Building.  James¬ 
town,  N.Y.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67838.  By  order  of  May 
21,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Zip  Transfer,  Inc.,  Mc¬ 
Cook,  Nebr.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-1 15742,  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  28. 1964,  to  Schultz  Trucking  Serv¬ 
ice.  Inc.,  St.  Francis.  Kans.,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  regular  routes, 
of  general  commodities,  excluding  house¬ 
hold  goods,  and  other  specified  commod¬ 
ities,  between  Denver.  Colo.,  and  Saint 
Francis.  KAns.,  and  over  irregular 
routes,  of  general  commodities,  exclud¬ 
ing  household  goods  and  other  speci¬ 
fied  commodities,  between  points  in  that 
part  of  Colorado  east  of  the  Continental 
Divide,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Cheyenne  Coimty,  Kans., 
and  livestock,  grain,  livestock  feed,  seeds, 
salt,  building  materials,  contractor’s 
tools  and  equipment,  agricultiu'al  ma¬ 
chinery  and  tools,  coal,  wood,  fencing 
materials  and  ix>sts,  scrap  metals  and 
junk,  between  points  in  Cheyenne,  Raw¬ 
lins,  and  Sherman  Counties,  Kans.,  Yu¬ 
ma  County,  Colo.,  and  Dundy  County, 
Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Denver,  Colo.,  between  points  in  Chey¬ 
enne,  Rawlins,  and  Sherman  Coimties, 
Kans.,  and  Yuma  Coimty.  Colo.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  oUier,  points  in 
Dundy  County,  Nebr.,  between  points 
in  Cheyenne,  Rawlins,  and  Sherman 


Counties,  Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Yuma  County. 
Colo.  Einar  Viren,  904  City  National 
Bank  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  68102,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-67844.  By  orders  of  May 

20.  1965,  the  'Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Seaboard  Van  Lines,  Inc., 
6255  Livingston  Road,  Oxon  Hill,  Md.. 
of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificate  No. 
MC7-109856  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  October 

22,  1962,  to  Ralph  DeCosta  Shaw,  doing 
business  as  Seaboard  Van  Lines,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  (Mail  address — 6255  Liv¬ 
ingston  Road,  Oxon  Hill,  Md.,  20021), 
authorizing  the  transportation,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of:  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Maryland.  Dela¬ 
ware,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Michigan,  Virginia.  Kentucky.  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Massachusetts.  Between  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maryland  and  Virginia  vrithin 
40  miles  of  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC-FC-67846.  By  order  of  May 

21,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Warren  Russell,  doing 
business  as  Russell  'Transportation, 
Shambaugh,  Iowa,  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC-22509  is¬ 
sued  December  3.  1942,  to  E.  I.  Maran- 
ville,  Clarinda,  Iowa,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  regular  routes,  of 
livestock,  feed,  seed,  scrap  metal,  and 
junk,  and  farm  implements,  between 
specified  points  and  areas  in  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Nebraska,  and  household  goods 
and  emigrant  movables,  between  Clarin¬ 
da,  Iowa,  and  20  miles  thereof,  in  a  radial 
movement,  to  specified  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  and  Nebraska.  Einar  Viren,  904 
City  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-67892.  By  order  of  May 
20,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Erdine  L.  Sykes,  doing 
business  as  Sykes  Van  Lines,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Certificate 
No.  MC-1 09856  (Sub-No.  2)  issued  April 

23,  1954,  to  Ralph  DeCosta  Shaw,  doing 
business  as  Seaboard  Van  Lines,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  Pontiac,  Ill.,  and  points  within 
35  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  points  in  Wisconsin,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Michigan,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Colorado, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania.  Richard  B. 
Austin,  616  Atlantic  National  Bank 
Building.  Jacksonville.  Fla.,  32202,  attor¬ 
ney  for  applicants. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FJi.  Doc.  65-5605;  Filed,  May  27,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.J 
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